Baltimore County

Mr. Cunningham further testified that the requested height : :'S Pursuant to the advertisement, posting of the property, and .ff'u Eiudmgflunnﬁ&ﬂoner
I Office of Planning & Zoning

PETITION FOR ZONING VARIANCE BEFORE THE
NW/S Freeland koad, 540*' NW of . B variance is not for the enti - -
. ntire structure but is limited to an area which co i i i iti i abo -
i this Petition held, and for the reasons given ve, the .
s public hearing on is Pe ’ g ’ i Towson, M; ,'!and21204

: (301) 887-3353

the ¢/1 of Freeland Road Ext. DEPUTY ZONING CCMMISSIONER
(2140 Freeland Road, Lot 3) will accommodate a dome approximately 6 feet high by 12 feet wide to be variance requested should be granted. B
o 008 J

6th Election District OF BALTIMORE CCOUNHTY S
3rd Councilmamic District ' used as a mini-observatory for the family to pursue their interests in THEREFORE, IT IS ; ORDERED by the Deputy Zoning Commissioner for

Case No. B9-36C-A ) i
astronomy. To support Petitioner's request, Petitioner introduced a wood _r Baltimore County this Z,E’ day of March, 1989 that the Petition for

March 15, 1989

Gerald P. Cunningham, et ux

Petitioners
tc permit an accessory structure {shed) to be located in

FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW S
- tioner' ibi . - . .
er's Exhibit 3. o in lieu of the maximum permitted height of 15 feet, in accordance with ; '
RE: PETITION FOR ZONING VARIANCE County Executive

The Petitioners herein request a variance to permit an accessory . _
An area variance may oe granted where strict ~pplication of the _1: Petitioner's Exhibit 1, be and is hereby GRANTED, subject, however, to the NW/S Freeland Road, 540' NW of the ¢/l of Freeland Road Ext.
zoning regulations would cause practical difficulty to the Petitioner and following éi;d'glzzt?éingig:i?ét - 3rd Counctimanic District
Gerald P. Cunningham, et ux - Petitioners

rear yard, with a height of 24 feet in 'leu of the maximum permitted [ -
” his property. McLean v. Soley, 270 Md. 208 (1973). To prove practical o ed: . o Case No. 89-360-A

model of the proposed building which was created by he and his son. A R Zoning Variance
the side yard in lieu of the required rear yard, with a height of 24 feet

structure (shed) to be located in the side yard in lieu of the required
restrictions which are conditions precedent to the relief grant-

height of 15 feet, in accordance with Pet _ioner's Exhibit 1.
Dear Mr. & Mrs. Cunningham:

difficulty for an area variance, the Petitioner must meet the following: o 1) The Petitioner may apply for his building permit
T and be granted same upon receipt of this Order; howewv-

1) whether strict compliance with requirement would er, Petitioner is hereby made aware that proceeding at

there were no B unreasonably prevent the use of the property for a R this time is at his own risk until such time as the

ermitt i . .
Protestants. gurdens(e):e‘PurPOSE or render conformance unnecessarily _ : 30-day appellate process from this Order has expired.
: - 1f, for whatever reason, this Order is reversed, the

Petitioner would be required to return, and be respon- In the event any party finds the decision rendere@ is unfavor-

returning, said property to its original able, any party may file an appeal to the County Board of Appeals within

Testimony indicated that the subject property, known as 2140 . 2) whether the grant would do substantial injustice e e rer
. to applicant i o <4
distrri)gt or whzf_he:elz]:x aie(;:]e":r Ezgla)i::iozm:;znlntﬁzi S condition. . thirty (30) days of the date of this Order. For further information on
. - filing an appeal, please contact Ms. Charlotte Radcliffe at 494-3391.

applied for would give substantial relief; and Sl 2) The height for the overall structure, aside from
R the dome area, shall not be greater than 17 feet. The

3 WhEthe¥ relief can be granted in such fashion 7 dome area height shall not exceed 24 feet.
that the spirit of the ordinance will be observed and ' ; ) = ! / -!c
public safety and welfare secured. K"—-—— M N ""“J“)

]?.nclosed please find a copy of the decision rendered in the
rzzbove-captloned matter. The Petition for Zoning Variance has been granted
in accordance with the attached Order.

The Petitioners appeared and testified. MAppearing as an interest-

ed party was Thaddeus Cox, a nearby resident of the area.

Freeland Road, consists of 3.112 acres more or less zoned R.C. 2 and is

improved with a single family dwelling which has been the Petiticners'
Very tral
residence for the past three years. Mr. Cunningham testified that he Y Y yours,
3) Petitioner shall not allow or cause the accessory
structure to be converted to a second dwelling unit
and/or apartments. The proposed shed shall contain no

Anderson v. Bd. of MAppeals, Town of Chesapeake Beach, 22 Md. App. 28 : living or sleeping quarters, and no kitchen or bath-
S room facilities.

ANN M. NASTAROWICZ
) Deputy Zoning Commissioner
AMN:bjs for Baltimore County

V57 FOR FILING

proposes constructing a 24' x 40' shed to store the family wvehicles and

personal property. He testified that the area originally used as a garage

\J

cct Pecople's Counsel

B has been converted to a work area for his woodcraft hobby. Testimony (1974).

It is clear from th ; if ; ' N - 2
ar from the testimony that if the variance is granted, R A ~ MC-:;)LfU&-Jt :j - File

ANN M. NASTAROWICZ
Deputy Zoning Commissioner
for Baltimore County

indicated that due to the location of the septic system in the rear of the

CRDEH 8T

property and the topegraphy of the land, the proposed structure cannot be such use as proposed would not be contrary to the spirit of the B.C.Z.R

C(Jnst ru Cted .1. ns ri C comp .]‘ ance w i h he on i ng e ulat ions - Petition r - '. and would nOt result in Substantial detri[nent to the pub].ic health saf -
t t l it t 2 1 ref ers r e
have discussed their plans with ad 'jOi ni ng neighbors wha have indicated B tY, and general welfare.

they have no objection.

-
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Baltimore County
Fire Department
" Towson, Maryland 21204-2556

cc: Mr. & Mrs. Paul Shriver

BALTIMORE COUNTY ZONING PLANS ADVISORY COMMITTEE R 1105 Sheffield Road

Baltimore, MD 21212 | : ' E , _
' - £aul H. Reincke Jamuary 13, 1989

February 27, 1989 . : : ‘ :
- It by 2:5152.!:‘."..,. . L : — J. Robert Ha:i.ne::;, Zordng_Cannissimer
j Towson, maryland 21204 st _ _ . Office of Planning & Zoning
S. Eric DiNenna, Esquire SR ' o g ; Baltimore County Office Building
0o 409 Washington Avenue, Suite 600 P ' , : N B Towson, Maryland 21204

Towson, MD 21204 EHREAR | | _:‘: | Re: P owner: Paul Shirver, et ux BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND

INTEROFFICE CORRESPONDENCE

RE: It . 276, Case No. 83-361-XA _ .
em No ase No : - . - g Location: 7105 Sheffield Road

Petitioner: Paul Shriver, et ux . . : : . . ) ; i
MEMBERS Petition for Special E.:ception and . aing Variance "-_f_ B Item No 276 Zoning A 3 Meeting of 1/17/89 0 . . T0: Zoning Advisory Committee DATE:

January 24, 1989
FROM: Robert W. Bowling, P.E.

Rurran of L - : : . .
Engineering S - Co e

Der Mr, DiNenna: i e o co - Gentlemen:

?:::;:?z:g?:eetlnq g ' ' S - ‘

The Zoning P'lans Advisory Committee has reviewed the plans Sl 7 i . Pursuant to your request, the referenced property has been surveyed by this
submitted with the above referenced petition. The following . g ' Bureau and the comments below marked with an "X" are applicable and required
:‘:::‘:t::"“m comments are not intended to indicate the appropriateness of T BRI to be corrected or incorporated into the final plans for the property. : -

the zoning action r~guested, but to assure that all parties are el ' ' . ) R : The Developers En
Health Department made aware of plan. Jr problems with regard to the development S S - () L ilre hydrants for the rEferEﬂC?@-Prﬂgérty are required and shall be

c - : ocated at intervals or eet along an approved road in accor-

Project Planning plans that may h .e a bearing on this case. Directer of S . - .
Planning may file a written report with the Zoning Commissioner - . dance with E_‘-alt_more County Standards as published by the Depart-

with recommendations as to the suitability of the requested R . o ' ment of Public Works.

Board oi Education zoning. :

toning Administration i . : B . . .
Industrial Enclosed are all comments submitted from the members c¢f the " , SRS A second means of vehicle access is required for the site.
Oevelopment Committee at this time that offer or request irformaticn con S

your petition. If similar comments from the remaining members
are received, 1 will forward them to you. Otherwise, any
comment that is not informative will be placed in the tearing
file. This petition was accepted for filing on the date cf the
enclosed filing «certificate and a  hearing scheduied
accordingly.

BRE: Meeting of January 17, 1989
State Roads Commission

gineering Division hs 1
the zoning items for the subject meeting. a;erﬁzizwen
no comments for Items 272, and 27§6.

e e t—— gy

For Item 273, Frederick Wayne Hinkler Property,

Building Department
the required minimum parking space length is 16 1/2 faeet with

overhang space available.

The vehicle dead end condition shown at

N .

ROBERT W. BOWLING, P. Chief
Developers Engineering Division

The site shall be made to camply with all applicable parts of the y
Fire Prevention Code prior to occupancy or beginning of operation. ' - . ’

EXCEEDS the maximum allowed by the Fire Department.

The buildings and structures existing or proposed on the site shall :9; : R - Y
camply with all applicable requirements of the National Fire Protec- s ' ; e
tion Association Standard No. 101 "Life Safety Code," 1976 edition

prior to occupancy.

IT WOULD BE APPRECIATED IF YOU WOULD RETUORR YOUR WKRITIEN
COMMENTS TO MY OFFICE, ATTENTION JULIE WINIARSKI. IF YOO
HAVEANY QUESTIONS REGARDING THIS, PLEASE CORTACT hKER AT
887-3391.

Sibe;ﬂansaun.mxmowaL as drawn.

Very truly yours,

areo €. »(Qf"’/’jﬂ/ o |
AMES E. DYER ' _ S g : - - .
Cha}rman ] . _f 3 e . EA AN NOTED & //} ’ :é ) o . - - " :
Zoning Plans Advisory Committee S REVIEWER: APPROVED &.{;L, ~ é g T ' ' !

The Fire Prevention Bureau has no corments at this time.

o AT N o e

i shman
JED: jw . g : Plafiniyg Gr| Fir?/Prevention Bureau
K i . . Special Inspection Division g
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BaTIMORE COUNTY, MABQ.AND

INTER-CFFICE CORRESPONDENCE
hppeal Cover Letter - Case No. B9-361-XA Appeal Cover Letter - Case No. B3-361-XA

Paul Shriver, et ux - Petiticner . . Paul Shriver, et ux - Petitioner
October 8, 198% I EER R October 9, 1983
i S Page 3

Towson, Maryland 21204
(301) 8873353

J. Robert Haines
Forire Commiass

Page 2

tn &4 Y ri
1T W ooy |y
O How

£ dogs should be limited since the yard is 73' x 65' and the
i+ apart. Five or six dogs may be reasonable; a large

15 or 20 zay be very undesirable. The height of the fence
etercirned.

october 9, 1589

Baltimore County Board of Appeals
County Cffice Building, Room 315
Towson, Maryland 21204

RE: Petition for Special Exception (and Variance) .
E/S Sheffield Road, 265' +/- N of the c/1 of Chumleigh Reoad

(7105 Sheffield Road) _ _ ]
8th Election District, 4th Councilmanic District

PAUL SHRIVER, ET UX - Petitioner
Case No. 89-361-XA

Dear Board:

Please be advised that an appeal of the Special Exception portion
only of above-referenced case was filed in this office.o? October 2,
1989 by S. Eric DiNenna, attorney on behalf of the Petitioner. All
materials relative to the case are being forwarded herewith.

Please notify all parties to the case of the date and time of the
appeal hearing when it has been scheduled. If you have any questl?ns
concerning this matter, please do not hesitate to contact this office.

Very truly yours,
,

bor? rcte

J. ROBERT HAINES
Zoning Commissioner

JRH:cer

Enclosures

cc: Panl and Margery Shriver, 7105 Sheffield Rd., Balto., MD

5. Eric DiNenna, Esquire - DiNenna, Mann & Breschi
409 washington Avenue, Suite 600, Towson, MD 21204

Oscar Moritz, Jr., 7i03 Sheffield Rd., Balto., MD 21212

Terry Shriver, 2009 tndianhead Rd., Towson, MD 21204

MICROFILMED

pawe o ams A n FE e

Rebecca Tansil, 17003 Sunswept Lane, Parkton, MD 21120

Ralph and Charlotte Peters, 7106 Sheffield Rd., Balto., MD 21212
Jeanne Ward, 7111 Sheffield Rd., Baltimcre, MD 21212

Edward Sybert, 7107 Sheffield Road, Baltimore, MD 21212
Kathleen Bates, 7104 Sheffield Road, Baltimore, MD 21212

Beth Spedalere, 525 Allegheny Avenue, Towson, MD 21204

Theresa Weller, 7113 Sheffield Road, Baltimore, MD 21212
William and Sandra Fastie, 7110 Sheffield Rcad, Balto., MD 21212

J. Shawn Alcarese, Esquire
Suite 702, 207 E. Redwood St;eet, Baltimore, MD 21202

Shelley, Robert, Charlotte, Jay and Robin Smith
7104 Oxford Road, Baltimore, MD 21212

Beverly Brandun, 7105 Oxford Road, Baltimore, MO 21212

Barry Miller, 7109 Oxford Rcad, Baltimore, MC 21212

Eugenie Foster & A. S. Boccuto, 7105 Wardman Road, Balto., MD 21212
Wendy Frank, 7115 Bristol Road, Baltimore, MD 21212

Chessy Spence, 7107 Bristol Road, Baltimore, MD 21212

Ann Hickman, 7117 Bristol Road, Baltimore, MD 21212

Olivia J. Caraluzzi, 7101 Oxford Road, Baltimore, MD 21212
Carolyn Whittington, 601 Kingston Road, Baltimore; MD 21212
Marjorie Pilachowski, 901 Greenleigh Road, Baltimore, MD 21212
Maynard Herp, 605 Kingston Road, Baltimore, MD 21212

Charles Whittington, 601 Kingston Road, Raltimore. HD 21212

Ann Schaufele, B0S Chumleigh Road, Baltimore, MD 21212

{4{CROFILMED

Sharcon Mclntire, 910 Wellington Road, Baltimore, MD 21212
Robert and Deborah Slingluff, 7006 Bristol Road, Balto., MO 21212
Jim Wiedefeld, Jr., 1517 York Road, Lutherville, MD 21093
Douglas and Mary Parvis, 7011 Copeleigh Road, Baltimore, MD 21212

People's Counsel of Baltimore County
Rm. 304, County Office Bldg., Towson, Md. 21204

File

o LnoFILYMED




PAUL SHRIVER, ET UX 89-361-XA
E/s Sheffield Rd., 265' + N of 8th Election District
c/1 of Chumleigh Rd. {7105 4th Councilmanic District

Appeal Checklist - Case No. B9-361-XA _Sheffield Rd.

APPEAL Paul Shriver, et ux - Petitioner ' : : | . , Appeal Cover Letter - Case No. 89-361-XA
October 9, 1989 : _ _ Paul Shriver, et ux - Petitioner

Petition for Special Exception {and Variance! = Page 2 _ Octcber 9, 1989 ‘ -
E/S Sheffield Road, 265' +/- N of the c/§ of Chumleigh Road | _ ‘ i Page 3 January 18, 1339 Petition filed by 5. Eric DiNenna, Esquize

- . : on behalf of Mr. & Mrs. Paul Shriver for a
(7105 Sheffield Road) . . , : . S : oo
Bth Election District - 4th Councilmanic District Oscar Moritz, Jr., 7103 Sheffield Rd., Balto., MD 21212 3 | - | ' R Speclal Exception for dog (hobby) kennel.
PAUL SHRIVER, ET UX - Petitioner 38 RS | | B R | . - § S 2 ' RANT
Case No. 89-361-XA y B Terry Shriver, 2009 Indianhead Rd., Towson, MD 21204 R 3 ‘ B E August 31 iégirictioongder ¢ ING Petition with

SE -Dog (hobby) kennel

Rebecca Tansil, 17003 Sunswept Lane, Parkton, MD 21120 '
.C. nd rd H .
' Request Notification: P. David Fields, Director of Planning & Zoning - Septembexr 13 z.C. s Bmended Order deleting restriction no

Ralph and Charlotte Peters, 7106 Sheffield R4., Balto., MD N R Patrick Keller, Office of Planning & Zoning : : : 6 and modifying restriction no. 2.

: J. Robert Haines, Zoning Commissioner : e :
Jeanne Ward, 7111 Sheffield Rd., Baltimore, MD 21212 o . Ann M. Nastarowicz, Deputy Zoning Commissioner . : | October 2, 1989 Order for Appeal filed by S. Eric DiNenna,

\/ ' Esquire on behalf of the Petitioners, Mr. and
Description of Property 1. : A B James E. Dyer, Zoning Supervisor Mrs. Paul Shriver
\/ B Edward Sybert, 7107 Sheffield Road,.Baltimore, MD 21212 R Docket Clerk . : '

Petition for Special Exception \/

ificat F Postin : oo L ‘ I j;,. L
Certificate o ? Kathleen Bates, 7104 Sheffield Road, Baltimore, MD 21212 S R < R R May 8, 1990 Hearing before the Board of Appeals.

ificate of Publication \/ ' ' . ; A\
Certifica tred) Beth Spedalere, 525 Allegheny Avenue, Towson, MD 21204 PR 3 LY May 25 ggi?i?gnazgtgrgzgtgfctgingoard CRINVING the
Entry of Appearance of People's C .sel (None submitte . " : ' ’
o ) \/ B : rheresa Weller, 7113 Sheffield Road, Baltinore, WD 21212 B oy I - J 25, 1950 Order for Appeal filed in the Circuit Court for
. . S E nt i : _ , e une ,
i Plans Advisory Committee Coaments e 3 - . Ny
‘oning Plan o e i William and Sandra Fastie, 7110 Sheffield Road, Balto., MD S | o : - f 2?11;;;12{? gguﬁiy 2‘,’1&]hf;awnlségfr;ﬁf{hgsg?:f
i Planning & Zoning Commenls I ‘ S i - SR " : : ' ’
Director of Flem j/ v 1 SR ! («JY- Shawn Alcarese, Esquire S B | ., \ Protestants,
. . S Suite 700, 207 E. Redwood Street, Baltimore, MD 21202 S R ' :
Memorandum of Law ; R . 9 , L o July 5, 1990 pgtitignc totaé:colgapangl appeal filed in the
. R : oo rc ur r. carese.
Memorandum in Opposition \/ : . Shelley, Robert, Charlgtte, Jay and Robin Smith R . : : . Circu ° Y S
/ _ 7104 Oxford Road, Baltimore, MD 21212 ‘. y " ’
1. Plat to accompany Petition PRt B 4 : June 26, 1990 Certificate of Notice sent to interested

titioner's Exhibits: | r
Pe Beverly Brandon, 7105 Oxford Road, Baltimore, MD 21212 o ] certisic

2. through 10 - Letters of Support from \/ 1 B , . g . ! \/
neighbars on Sheffield Road A Barry Miller, 7109 Oxford Road, Baltimore, MD 21212 g o July 24, 1990 Transcript of testimony filed.

f the Shriver's lot / Eugenie Foster & A. S. Boccuto, 7105 Wardman Road, Balto., MD 21212 N PSR _ July 24, 1590 Record of Proceedings filed in the Circuit
11. Photographs o e - genle roste cuto, 71 ardman road, balto., 121 .y ’ Court for Baltimore County.

12A, 12B, 12C - Photegraphs of snow dogs . Wendy Frank, 7115 Bristol Road, Baltimore, MD 21212 i ' : 3 November 7 rder of the CCt from the bench REMANDING case to C.B. of A.

_ rt from neighbors / x . . R E g Xovenber 14 fE) Notice in Banc Review filed in CCt by S. Eric¢ DiNenna, Esquire.
13. znlgﬂeffﬁlz;;e;{zagf Suppo 9 1 Chessy Spence, 7107 Bristol Road, Baltimore, MD 21212 = : | e January 7, 1991 g/ rder of the CCt,BCo REMANDING Case to C.B. A. (Czhill)

/ g _ Ann Hickman, 7117 Bristol Road, Baltimore, MD 212 ? 7 : _ o
Drawing of slreets in the Stoneleigh area =5 ) Nt : : april 12 g In Banc Review Memorandum Opinion and Order of the CCt,BCo

Protestant's Exhibits: 1. REVERSING original Order to REMAND to C.B. of A. (Howe, Hinkel

& DeWaters).

/ Olivia J. Caraluzzi, 7101 Oxford Road, Baltimore, MD 21212
2. Photographs of dogs on Shriver's lot

/ Carolyn Whittington, 601 Kingston Road, Baltimore, MD 21212
3. through 7 -~ Letters of Opposition from

neighbors on Sheffield Road Marjorie Pilachowski, 901 Greenleigh Road, Baltimore, MD 21212

Zoning Commissioner's Order dated August 31, 1983 (Granted with \/ Maynard Harp, 605 Kingston Road, Baltimore, MD 21212

silrilink e
trictions

- ! Charles Whittington, 601 Kingston Road, Baltimore, MD 21212

Zoning Commissioner's Amended Order dated September 13, 1989 (Asﬁnded

to delete Restriction No. 6 and to modify Restriction No. 2} Ann Schaufele, 805 Chumleigh Road, Baltimore, MD 21212
Notice of Appeal for Special Exception portion only receivecfl 9ctober / : Sharon Mclntire, 910 Wellington Road, Baltimore, MD 21212

2 1989 from S. Eric DiNenna, attorney on behalf of the Petitloners. .

' Robert and Deborah Slingluff, 7006 Bristol Road, Balto., MD 21212

Jim Wiedefeld, Jr., 1517 York Road, Lutherville, MD 21093

paul and Margery Shriver, 7105 sheffield Rd., Balto., MD 21212 Douglas and Mary Parvis, 7011 Copeleigh Road, Baltimore, MD 21212

cc: /
S. Eric DiNenna, Esquire - Dillenna, bann & Bre;i;é,; //\// . . People's Counsel, Rm. 304, County Office Bldg., Towson, Md. 21204
i i s MD : .
409 Washington Avenue, Suite 600, Towson,
File

MICROFILMED

Baltimore County | i LAW OFFICES
| i B ing Commissioner o J. SHAWN ALCARESE
e ‘ 7 SR tanni . : o SUITE 700
Ff' ;_;Zf: . ;‘:"' R TR mgwlm‘g]‘z‘a&w L 207 E. REDWOOD ST.
oS e (301) 8579353 : S BALTIMORE. MARYLAND 21202
s TELEPHONE 301-685-4558

2/24/89 <Called 821-15%34 to speak with Mr. Smith - he was

unavailable. His wife toock message, which she read back to ne.
. : St ‘ e . J. Robert Haines

I advised that it was necessary for him to forward a written o S B e -

postponement request to this office, together with documentation as h - N : O |

toc his prior committment. Also that he would have to COpY in . ' A e April 17, 1989 o RPELL 34 1989

DiNenna and Kotroco. Said request should be directed to Ann's = . | : ‘ ! |

atlentinn.

I repeated several times, that even with a written request, the *arch 16, 1989 il B . DL : s J. Robert Haines
possibility of the case going forward on the assigned date still . g S K . ; S. Eric DiRenna, Esquire . ‘ Zoning Commissioner
remain. T advised that after reciept of his request and discussions g ' K P.O. Box 10508 ; _ L Office of Planning and Zoning
with the other parties involved, a decision would be made and he would : Mrs. Marjorie M. Quigley [ o . Towson, Maryland 21285-0508 - - Towson, Maryland 21284
be advised. : 7110 Oxford Road . B .
: Baltimore, Maryland 21212 RE: Petitions for Special Exception and Variance . - Re: Case #89-361XA
: E/S Sheffield Road, 265' N of the ¢/l of Chumleigh Road Shriver Special Exception and Variance
G (7105 Sheffield Road) :
RE: Case #83-361XA ' IR 8th Election District - 4th Councilmanic District X - Dear Mr, Haines:
Petition for Special Exception and Variance _ SRR Case No. 89-361-XA _ 
Mr. and Mrs. Paul Shriver vt Enclosed herewith please find Memorandum_in Opposition
. S o Dear Mr. DiNenna: to the granting of the above-captioned requested petitions.

‘ N : : )
Dear Mrs. Quigley: . _ ' In response to your letter dated April 10, 1989 requesting addi- S Ve y1 trjuly yours,
SR tional time to resolve any differences between your client and the Protes- 4 - -
I am in receipt of your letter of March 13, 1989 concerning the N tants in the above-captioned matter, please be advised that you have an
above captioned matter, Please be advised that I have included your ‘ Tl extension wuntil April 24, 1989 at which time I will expect notice from you
letter in the case file, . : as to the status of this matter.

Baltimore County does not have a Zoning Boara. The authority ' s B Very truly yours, ) e JSA/mlw .
over zoning decisions for Special Exceptions and Variances rest with s s : enclosure ‘
the Zoning Commissioner. Every citizen is entitled to the right to I cc: Barry Miller and Beverly Brandon
request relief like a Special Exception from the Zoning Commissioner. ‘ ! / B Robert and Charlotte Smith

1t is unnecessary cynicism to challenge the right to make a request and ' J. BOBERT “{‘1“¥5 S. Eric DiNenna, Esquire
have a hearing , no matter how much you disagree with the request. . o Zoring Commissioner

_ = JRH:bjs for Baltimore County
Your statements and innuendoes concerning my professionalism ' o ‘}{
e

éimply does not warrant a civilized response. If you wish to testify = N cc:
in this matter, I will provide the cpportunity for citizen input during =

" J. Shawn Alcarese, Esquire
the hearing on March 17, 1989, i , 807 Wellington Road

Baltimore, Md. 21212

Very truly yours,
[}

£
J. Robert Haines
Zoning Commissioner

JRH :mmn

cc: S. Eric DiNenna, Esquire, 409 Washington Ave, Suite 600, Towson,
Md. 21204
Mr., J. Shawn Alcarese, 807 Wellington Road, Baltimore, Md, 21212
Mr. Barry Miller, 7105 Oxford Road, Baltimore, Maryland 21212
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4 & . ny
v Baltimore County & =l
Baltimore Count Zoning Commissioner : | z K/ (45 N
Zoning Commissiorer Offce of Planning & Zosing ABIECT 2N PLAT FoR ZonIMG
- . : owson, ]
Cffc of Poning & Zoning Towson, Maryland 2124 ( PROPERTY VARIAHCE
494-3353 . . J. Robert Haines February 6, 1589 ' OWHERS - GEINZ‘;
Robert Hai Zoning Commissioner . acit L, au,wwmﬂr”
iawm}iww Date: ?'6‘8'? PATE .
Ce QISTRIET ~ ¢
Mz. 3 Mrs. Gerald P, Cumninghom Zewsp RC-2
2147 Freelans Road NOTICE OF HEARING | sud 2D GrCHL
Frooland, Moarylend 21053 . i Ll ;=4 NG
ek 7 Il AL
oY i Dennis F. Rasmussen LT
Fet Le ' ' . . , : o .
cazt'isb::: ‘Z:n;glnrlm Dennis F. Rasmussen The Zoning Commissioner of Baltimore C. .nty, by authority of the Zoning Act Q"b At 36‘((1!-5 HL,F"? 4G
e : mu‘ County Executive a'md Rt.egulations of Baltimore County will hold a public hearing on the property s T - .o
rimgs Thursday, Merch £, 1535 at 2300 p.a. identified herein in Room 106 of the County Office Building, located at 111 N ___ tee v
: W. Chesapeake Avenue in Towson, Maryland as follows: j\' i, ¢ -
N-‘({‘ Id’ -2 . !
Lo [y
Dear Patitioners: Petition for Zoning Variarnce . - i
CASE NUMBER: £9-350-R i - Lo e D e
MUS Freeland Rd. Extd., 540" NJ cfl Freeland Ad. ' T === —
2149 Freeland Road (Lot #3) .ol i — !
P Bth Election District - 3rd Councilmanic LU DRAIMAGE ¢ [ T - —— I I
Please be advised that 132_.97 is due for advertising and posting of petitioner(s): Gerald £. Cunningham R S T ’ ot
the above-referenced property. All fees must be paid prgor topthe htgaaring. HEARING SCHEDULED: THURSDAY, FARCH 8, 1989 at 2:00  p.m. s e , _
Do not remove the sign and post set(s) from the property from the time oo E L i ST TR
it is posted by this office until the day of the hearing itself. . ‘ ) = L#-!—p-—-___._ el T
{ T MK - '
) variance to allow an accessory structure (shed) to be located in a side yard o 'T:J o ZASEMCENT
THiS FEE MUST BE PAID AND THE ZONING SIGN(S) AND POST(S) RETURNED in lieu t?f the required rear )-fard vith a height of 24 ft. in lieu of the maxi- - l (‘:, - _ . ‘ :
ON THE DAY OF THE HEARING OR THE ORDER SHALL NOT BE ISSUED, mun permitted 15 ft., respectively. Mt LT B S
an’(_-‘rMT ' + | 2 4 :4.:“"' : l'::’ '{‘) el .
Please make your check payable to Baltimore County, Maryl i ' : i SN BN e ~ LT
; ’ yland and brin . ) ] N4 3 . e L NS LCt
it along with ihe sign(s) and post(s) to the Zoning Office, County Of%ice Ir_u ti:lE event that this Petition is granted, a building permit may be issued Ao T R, #_ I ,35/ S58sg Fr ' L 2 ~e ! “4 .
Building, Room 111, Iqmn*ﬂﬂvlﬂ*hﬂwf""”““’"” ) minutes before within ‘.-'he thirty (30) day appeal period. The Zoning Commissioner will, however, N ! ; 22
T MU, ¢ intartain sny refuest for 8 s of the emance of said perei during (s N N P LI
_ ) MARYLAND 0. " iir:' n g [ 0 o ause shown. Such request must be in writing an received in ~ Jie i i 3
[tMORE coutcl::r:MNUE ONISION _ C S y ;ost set(s), there this office by the date of the hearing set above or presented at the hearing N : je7+ L 1 .d—
m.gus CASH RECEPT %{ach set not ﬁ /() / ) / X 27" - L 2p0f —_—
' _ - _ P A f?L‘ ..’ B 3 o L — ’
2/9/ 5 ot Lrs oo Sy Sl e 2 N L
L ?/j —ACCOUNT i i/ 2q x4l 1]
/ s . - fE,.’. -04 p l, . E
| / /; 5 ] ; C; J. ROBERT HAINES “_‘” l-{ti(:_‘ Jl'lnh HElA T
P amount— 3 = ‘ . Zoning Commissioner of T . \Jf\r\ - — o
iy ) Baltimore County P gEst - ST RCEVER T B
j ’ /) 2227 ’ | hoot '
" - ot A A ik e A ST AT
;:',v“’-f ‘/?‘7%‘ e ZlP L iR - o _ cct Mr. & Mrs. Cunningham SetI EASEMENT
> sl ————
. [ . v ? - ) . —
3 {5 - ) é yr of JR Cv P Y ~ ——
ey 3)5/5 5 aas 0 A ke _PRePGSED o
n 7 7 { _ RELCCATICN OF CALE ] =50
s % -7 = A . ~
g Bpipassssi2Sivid Gl o FREELANP RUAD 70' R (o Gl
- b GREFE
A 'Y . _ —_ — -
= AArralbay ATELY _17‘_‘-' i :K"}IH’VC} FREEL-‘“UD Rcdi"t
Dporad 14507 , e | ®
l,dc,g- o1 e 29092 | | | ® R T ' (R TR R Baltimore County ®
; J | . ’_ﬁ | s e T R - gepmm‘;-”;.;%.mbﬁc Works
| 1 . _ o | T S L - Bureau o ic Engineering
[} . . : [ - .
- 39 DR""”’,‘E&;%_;. BALTIMORE COUNTY ZONING PLANS ADVISORY COMMITTEE Courts Building, Suite 405
) vl L.\'T‘I’_ . e ‘ 7. ‘ : ) : B Towson, Maryland 21204
, - LA o | I e ssend
4 } : 1 - ': E T IR N et A 3‘ . l:_‘ February 27, 1989 :
& Fs . ﬂ“mmwﬁy&i l ‘ - . .
A - < — COUNTY OFFICE BLDG. N Lo
PS5 3C0~r o-F T 00 Pl gt ] (3) \ S Tovson. Maryiand 21204 | | - R
/ / : " Q @ ' X Mr. Gerald P. Cunningham ‘ ' S
/f/!,-b/f{ L "/ﬁg"-fzd?/"‘:/Z? - yv!?e 3_ ‘5} odo 2140 Freeland Road ' R Jan
p i - ‘ g Baltimore, MD 21053 - R - vary 17, 1983
4 A J M«/m A %.J‘~ "\ E : i
“ * ) " ‘ | RE: Item No. 266, Case No. 89-360-R - : A —— |
ol WJ/ )«g‘,,_/Z«_Zc { * Petit%oner: Gere.:ld P. (_:unningham, et ux 1 m-;,_J, Fobert Haines nnis S ﬁﬁ’:ﬁﬁﬁf
- MEMBERS Petition for Zoning Variance : o _ Zoning C i asi
, : County Office Building
4 u f -
ht/ﬁ/ o M/t&& gn;‘:::e:ing . . : Towson, mrylard 21204
! bepartment of Dear Mr. Cunningham: _
- / Traffic Engineering Dear Mr. Haines:
/}:.L.ﬁwz’fax«;/, ' Etate Roads CommiBsion The Zoning Plans Advisory Committee has reviewed tlge 1plzn5 . : : ]
Kt - s sta omn submitted with the above referenced petition. The following : The Bureau of Traffic . .
. % / | Buresy 25“““ comments are not intended to indicate the appropriateness of S 267, 268, 269, 270 alg‘g?nlleermg has no caments for item numbers
‘%{4‘.(/ EZ;’"-?-' )4""1'*""’“’7 e "M, BLDG. SE TR Lre B the zoning action requested, but to assure that all parties are ’ -
) ~ llealth Departmcnt made aware of plans or problems with regard to the development ‘
. . & Project Planning plans that may have a pearing on this case. Directr..)r of
— 5 REVERTIBLE ' uilding Department planning may file a written report with the Zoning Commissioner
| ui g Dep with recommendations as to the suitability of the requested ﬁj ‘M /&'\ .
< li fioard of Education zoning. i \ . Q"‘-""t-c._,
F“QE E LAND 29 | toning Administration e gaff'l S. lfilanigan . N
O : tndustrial Enclosed are all comments submitted from the members o? the e e - i¢c Engineer Associate II
o R N A ' | Development Committee at this time that offer or request information on
: ! your petition. If similar comments from the remaining members E .
: D AP ‘ are received, I will forward them to you. Otherwise, any 3 )
@EW s uniiou l comment that is not informative will be placed in the hearing ’j )
| URBED AREA ' file. This petition was accepted for filing on the date of the ! |
ST VATIONS enclosed filing certificate and a hearing scheduled £ 8
i ; Ny 9 -
~ MAR 14 1989 1Z 000 =q. 4. ELE \—;9 o accordingly. 360-a
. u .F. . ,
WRITTEN ! BALTI
: - e e. 94_. () IT WOULD BE APPRECIATED {F YOU WOULD RETURN YOUR : MORE COU
ZON:Nh O 6AER 102.5 | A COMMENTS TO MY OFFICE, ATTENTION JULIE WINIARSKI. IF YOU ¢ _ NTY OFFICE OF PLANNING & ZONING
| . ‘ HA UESTIONS REGARDING THIS, PLEASE CONTACT HER AT £ .
sewER INV. QUT OF HousE 922.0 ; . BB\—;‘EJ;I;:L Q . f?‘imty Office Building
Te- SEWER INV- INTO DRIWELLS D1.0 - Teuc. Chesapeake Avenue
NoTE - _ Very truly yours, : wson, Maryland 21204
CONTRALTOR TO PRWIDE : . LOoOT 3 | . E Your petition has been recej
“POSITIVE  DAAINAGE ANAY SECT. | FLAT ‘ ! | ' H nio E ,(Qlfl/l//j{.(/ .1 lith day of Ja tved and accepted for filing this
PO FOUBRTIEN A ) N ALLEY FARM S : ' nuary , 1989.
ALL TIMES. SPEI c Vi A\t .3 AMES E. DYER .
'5'5/9 ¥ ‘ Chairman - .
& Zoning Plans Advisory Committee
. EL.DIBT IS EALTMACHZE CO,MU .
l JED: Jw ,
' . ,/7 ((T‘\I" n) *2/ Enclosures - - ROBERT 'HAINES e
. ~ ./(,() A.{ ¢/ 5.8 85 { g ka. , getitioner Gerald », Cunningham ZONING COMMISSIONER
4 etiti ' R i .
James W. McKee Reg. No.9012 Date y Attor;:;er S —etux | corved by: - "_““ E. Dyer
- scale: L “hairman, Zoning PI
\\“‘3? P:‘.:!'E’;:,E'h, n S I T E PLAN o . h 5 Advisory Committee ns
’r, Y y ot
ey, | ‘2140 FREELAND POAD | oo
3 o2 — date:
fo 3 -
.y sl McKEE & ASSOCIATES,INC. |orss
2o 5 - '
"a,:' N b.:.q"‘.:’ CiVIL ENGINEERS ~ LAND SURVEYORS | 7. no.
“124/ON g, LN 1717 YORK RD. LUTHERVILLE, MD 21093
- LTI 130."_252_5820 MB89020
draw? * [cTﬂecked: '
O.F.D.

N e ep———— e
- -

P L R e L L T S



e NI
ENERAL“‘NOTE.‘5= R CENE SRR .
HIGHWAY, § KIGHWAY. WIDENINS GLOPE E.AGEMENTG AND DRNNAGF_ d
UTRATY. EAGEMENTS GHOWN HEREON ARE RESERVED UNTO THE . .
'+ DEVELOPER ; AND " ARE HERE®Y OFFERED FOR DEDICATION TO BALTO.
:fi CO., MD.THE" DEVELOPER, IT'6' GUCCEGSOR'S AND  AGGIGNS SHALL -
.. CONVEY.SAD AREAG BY DEED LUNTO  BALTO. €O, MO, AT:NO CO5T.
.z., RECORDING OF THIG PLAT DOES NOT CONSTITUTE OR IMPLY ACCEP-
-4 - TANCE “BY THE COUNTY OF ANY. STREET, EASEMENT, PAF. OPEN“‘
_ GPACE OR OTHER PUBLIC AREA GHOWN ON THE PLAT. [ " .
3. THIS PLAT MAY EXPIRE IN AC ORDANCE WITH THE. PROV}GiONS oF
N GECTION™ 22-G&, BILL NO. 68-82.  _ .
4 “THE RECORDING or THE PLAT DOES NOT GUARANTEE. THE |N’-5TAL-
. *_ . LATION OF 6TREETS OR UTILITIEG BY BALTO.CO,MD, ~ ' =
'1. ~.5 INFORMATION SHOWN MAY BE GUPE" ”EDED EN A ‘SUBGEQUENT OR
._—';.,,t,,_,}menmo PLAT.cL
,c ADDITIONAL !NFORMATION t:owcemus THE PL.AT MAY 5& OBTAINEO
" FROM THE CFFICE OF PLANNING ¢ ZONING AND DEPT. OF PUBLIC WORKS.
7 FCR PANHANDLE LOTS; REFUSE COLLECTION GNOW REMOVAL § =
" ROADWAY mm-remuca ARE PROVIDED TO THE JUNCTION OF THE
2" PANHANOLE ¢ 6TREET le [LINE ONLY, ANO NOT ONTO, ma PAN- .. :
7 HANDLE ' LOT DRIVEWAY. - |
8. FORMAL IRRE\JOCAELE orrsszs of oemcxrxou HAVE assn MADE
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cmcurr COURT FOR BALTIMORE ooum
| cwm GENERAL |

:IN THE MAETER OF THB x
| ) - APPLICATION OF PAVL" SHRIVER :
_ ; . k i BT UX., FOR A SPECIAL EXCEPTION
~ aroers .. B s : Agorggnrmcs ON - PROPERTY - LOCATED
S TTOR - 7 - : o} EAST- SIDE SHEFFIELD ROAD

"I?e:ﬂamppﬁcamna? ) | | J. Shawmn Alcarese /- 268" +/= NORTH OF THE CENTER
;’AUL PPLICAT nrof:x _ . . . | ;lms:néogcrrw & Bassani, P.A. 1 Y LINE OF CHUMLEIGH ROAD:(7105°

1 ' . . SR i | _ " SHEFFIELD ROAD),: 8th ELECTION
FOR A SPECIAL Exoeption. . : 22 West Perisylvania Avenue " 4th COUNCILMANIC :
AND VARIANCE ON . Towsan, MO (04) 339-7313 N e
PROPERTY LOCATED ON (atty. for Protestants)
THR EAST SIDE , S :
SHFFFIEYD ROAD, 265" + I-

NORTH OF THE CENTER LINE- DN M & B hi
;]

OF CHUMLEIGH . ROAD - \, \ et |
(7105 SHEFFIELD ROAD) | ; ‘ _' %_:f‘gze o Ave, Ste 600 (4)-

8TH ELECTION DISTRICT
4TH COUNCIIMANIC DISTRICT

ammeef :
iy R supported their"'_f:..:
‘ Appelleesr(fifteen area residents vehenently opposed;

PAG'E______143 CASE NO_ 900G2543 _ CATEGORY_APPENL

‘Wﬂ ’

” ?'to the granting of said speciel exception and variances) alsoii“
=tfg¢ppeared to testify before Commissioner Haines..,;q'

?inding that the reguirements of Section 502 of thet

N e

s:tric N : :lBaltinore County 20ning Regulations had been successfully met?,a

119! nec 2{,1990 Petitionersfhefts‘ Response to Motien to strike and Hotion to

Dismiss, fa. b‘r the Appellants,‘ Commissioner Haines granted the special‘;;.; ey

‘7‘“exception with certain restrictions, as well as the requestedi jfﬁ

AR e s3

Appetiaes B 3 o Jan 3, 1991 - Perf .onerslnefts‘

lbtim to Dismiss fd-‘-,;. - variances.: In his Finding__of Facts and Conclusions of Law,“r:

AV-

tﬁEKrandt}uRunrrseuTH Protestant USSR AT Bl e - : oy
estants ..-__1nterpret Section 603 of. the Baltimore County Code to ascertain c,n“ ssimex_ Haines tnposed six restrictions only ey of ‘i h'
g . ] walC ’

v;the extent to which the County Board cf Appeals shall conduct a S are pertinent in this in banc review mhese tuo §zeitrictions |
: - W o » '4".

'T de novo hearin on an “a eal from o .nmex et
for the Purpous of nevieu in Banc €4, f ‘;:‘ R ‘) g PP a decieion of the county L ‘n s two and fo“rc Stﬁte as f°11°""5‘ S

soning comissioner. -

\_‘
»

(23) Jan 23,1991 - Pltffi/Appeliee s ncelgr AND cnaanorr snrru Supplemental : R e i L T ST
Memor andua in Support cf Hotion to Disni 3 td....’-.;‘ o T T i SR : ’i‘he pertinent facts Of thie case are nott:. in dispute. e " ,-:-{ PN L g; lmt:?:éa: g:gsﬁtionnggfgﬁeggiiin
- ,-"m} Jan. 24,1991~ Order of couFl that/the HONORABLE muan A. DEWATERS, JR. the -« | After a ‘c laint a ainst them wa . o | - dog kemnel for retitioner, only, and is
- Honorable 3. William Hinkel And the Honora':‘lie Barbara K, Howe Are denignati.ed ::d sit as at omp g " filed wlth theBaltimore - R f;:thﬁ' ;éﬂitgdlso ftvehi 51); pug dogs and
Court in Bank to review the isssues reserved pursuant to¢ the MD constitution 2 BRI S B County Office of Zonin and Plannin the \ SR | - BRI R eRolc pet Which 18 not a
Rule 2-551 in the above case. And Order of Court that the Judge Howe be and she is 1 B S I g g, Appellants L (Paul and SR O Fug dog. - | e
“hereby appo;nwd chairperson of said @urt. in Banc, fd. (BO,JR) .. o B SR M:eery shriver) filed an application with said zoninq office R BN . 4) There shall be no outdoor pens
' =y e ' 7 established for the dogs. There shall be
- no more than three {3) dogs permitted “-t>
to be outside at any one time. - T

R . L L L

TVIL ASSIGRKENT

1991 Hon. Eduard Al Hatera Jray Je w lli - & Barb ra lkue hear o for a special exception to permit the operation of_ ¢ a '-?‘-f "do fooT
Mth’a mtion to strike aﬁ dismiia paf:er %ﬂ' t penﬂru written Ll _9
opuuon.:,‘- | - f . rtf*Qv kennel“_ on their property 1ocated at 7105 Sheffield Road :
(25) April 12, 1991 - ln Bane Ievieu. Hemcrandun Opinlon & Order o( Ceurt that the dﬂﬁ’.‘ﬂ“'w B S o

of. the Circult Court for Baltimore County duted Nov. 7, 1990 and the Order of sald Court dated

_ Jan 8, 1991 reversing the decision of the County Boatrd oE Appaals and renanding the case to the
' County Boari. ot Appula is henhy II:VI‘.RSED £d. (mi. EAD & J‘ _"‘ - L . 1

£ §9-3/ -XA

(1) June 25, 1990 - Protestants Notice of Appeal from the Opirnion and
- Grder of the County Board of Appeals of Baltimore County fd.

Baltimore, Maryland 21212.; In addition. Appellants reguestedffjf“r*i JIn‘l Amended ' Order dated Septemcer 13 1989'1 |

Conmissioner Haines deleted restriction number iour and amended

(2} Jure 20,1990~ Certificate of Notice, fd. 4rvariances for certain front, side and rear yard set-hacks.f§!5 o

These reguesta were precipitated by Appellant Margery Shriver s' | restriction.numher“two to read as f°11°"s'

> TR

{3% July 5,19% - Protestants and Appellants' Petition on Appeal, fd. f ' S : o _ : e o TR BT T S : : : :

\‘4) July 6, 1990 — App of S. Eric Dillenna for the Petitioners/Appellee's Sl - T e e e B R T T hobby for breedia;ng and ‘hwj'ng Puq doqs' ‘ hObbY sn‘ clﬂlma t-° R T B
Mction to Dismiss al, Memorandum, Request for Heari FISH . N S T e e e ey B S “ . -] I ROUEE R L
Baibits fd. Appe ) TeaE aring and ; ;J:::;; ; s - Sl e e e e e e T T N have professionally pursued for the past twenty-six years. !?.;H:Q

o et

The special exception granted herein - :
;- - is 1limited to a private, ron-commercisl - .. \
. dog kennel for Petitioners, only, and is - .
. further limited to five (5) Pug dogs and .
+- one (1) household pet which is not a Pug =
- dog.  Petitioners shall have until. - =~ °
- January 1, 1991 to reduce the Pug dog .

" {B) July 16, 1990 - App of J. Shawn Alcarese for the Protestants, ROBERT T . ' : o . o T S o1 B T e A L T PR ﬁ' .;;i. RN P ' population to the five ‘5) permitted. s
znd CRARLOTTE SMITZ and Same Day Response to Motion to Dismiss fd. - . B - PV T DU S R N P- LR SN RS I T NS e | ? T e T e L L UL EE TP PP “””“H .

A hearing on Appellants' petition was conducted before
lS) July 16, 1590 - Line entering Robert and Charlotte Smith as Protestants

ani Appellants fd. :altimore County ZOning COmmissioner J. Robert Haines on narch

f (M Jul‘,- 24,1990 - Transcript of Recora, fd.
v’

i} Jaiy <4,17% - notice of filing of recerd, fa.

{9} aug. 6, 1990 - Pltff's Response to Line fd,

1) A 10, 1990 - Protestants and Appellants Motion to Strike and Slr)plerﬁal
’%sspcmse te ibtion to Dismiss w/ Memorandum fd.

i
i

{i1) Aug. 17, 1930 - Appellants Memorandum f£d.

HICROFILIAEL

(12Y sepa. 17,1%¢- Appellee’s maaoranaum, Fd.

113 ool 24, 1%% - aAppeliants’ Reply to Memeranaum, rd.

“agrRew W

Cn October 2, 1989, Appellants filed an appeal to the = ' = N In its QELEL.“: the County Board of APpe‘“ h°ld_.“ .hefore the Board and that he specifically limited the issues#;‘ heard oral arguments on February 6 1991 and held its rulings

on the issue presented and the motions sub curia.;gffr“

restriction nunbers two lnd four to be unreasonable:‘}andﬁi”"" | _before the Board to the reasonableness of restriction numbers-

: SR Nt ML
- ted the restrictions. Consequently, the Board-;-_.-. g . S . SN
ORDER OF APPEAL o . accordinglr. vaca = eﬁ“ .”?- e e ) . two and four “hegirguedhthat had the Appellees wished to pl‘ce'if_;-
' - | 1mP°S=d the £ollouing rest-ictions'-% | S e s R v 'j‘the issues' of -the granting of the special exception and the”“

cOunty Board of Appeals. The Order of Appeal stated as follows:

Before addressing the outstanding mctions:.and the

r. Commissioner: " | | - issue presented,_ some discussion of the scope of an in hancf
Bcardngaigézgigrf:gmapﬁzale::rtgeigzgnty . _ . ;A 7,- ;..' . 'f; :-;5' :i: :;2::-éigtigg:éég:cgggbzu%;ngﬁeinlji_pri,_ ’. | ; | | ;;,;v:ri:::: b:fo::ozzeasoard. it was incumbent upon the Apgniiees;;:ﬁaﬁp | - . review is appropriate.f Thc in banc review (an appeal to three L
contained in the Opinion and Order dated | _-Zoning Commissioner shall stand. f7;ﬁeliiJ;{?]7-f*1iﬁri-'i ‘ 'fﬂffl Tw;a?‘ ppeal.so .as_ to properlpﬂplacesaid_i:::es:__ B . 3_.judges - of the circuit court sitting in banc) ~was _first

and Restriction Number 4, only.

: E Testablished in 1867 uith the enactment of Article vx,ﬁiSection
" The special exception granted is . K
* 1imited to a private, non-commercial
© " dog kennel for Pﬂtitionersilgnlya :nd L R g . m
- is further limited to ten adult . both sides relied heavil on Boehm v. Anne A del Coungz 1 SRR " appeal. CQNmonl referred to as the r rson s -rf
. {above the age of 6 months) Pug dogs =~ ¢ BRI Y . S Cee ppe Y POO Pe appeal
“and one (1} household pet which is S - Hd App. 497 459 A.zd 590 (1982), cert. denied, 297 Hd.e 103; E
not a Pug dog.‘ - : .

(Signatures and a Certificate of Service . - s . - ‘f[-“ff_'”_; B e - f*' 'f?-ﬂfl‘.J7'=“flij: - . [Lf_r - l1983). After hearing and considering both arguments, thei :
followed) : : . _' T ‘;-There shall be no outdoor pens e - S - i R :
e 2 s : . established for the dogs.’ There Shﬂll it e - Honorable Robert BE. Cahill, Sr._reversed the decision of the I e ,involved with filing an appeal to the Court of Special Appeals

" Dbe no more than six (6) dogs permitted EEDUIEE TR - ' IR ST e T
“to be outside at any one timc I ) RN County Board of Appeals and remanded thg case to the Board for A L and the Court of Lppeals. A proceeding before a court in.'banc

In asserting their respective arguments,ﬂ counsel for' 722 of the Maryland Constitution as an alternative method of'

This appeal is being entered on behalf
of Paul and Margery Shriver, 7105 Sheffield
Road, Baltimore, Maryland, 21212.

 in banc review provides an avenue of appeal for thoee aggrie?ed

”’persons who are discouraged by the' time, distence

A hearing was held before the County Board of Appeals o L '

| The dogs will be permitted outside only

. between the hours of .7:00 a.m.. ‘and 11:00 Do
~ p.n.,” and will be accompanied by hppellants ;~“‘nﬁ‘,+
" or an adult agent of Appellants while st R - o p

‘ anti R 00 -"l"ff"f°“t51de":f" Lo L B R A S © R T APPEIlants filed their ﬂotice for in Banc Review onﬁi

that the appeal before it was not from the granting of the . 3 B - ;.i,g~_;r o : ; o n;,f;r';,jrj:,afgg_.,f “;;,11Qg;;1. IR R ot

_ | Y R - November 15, 1990,_ eight days after Judge Cahill‘ ' oral‘,

' ' ' ":ffurther proceedings. Judge Cahill's written decision and order7
cn May 8, 1990. At the beginning of this hearing, counsel for S , o
L ' : :w'remanding the case was filed on January 8, 1991.,;J;rf“"'”ﬁ’
the Appellants (Eric DiNenna, Esg.) made it known to the Board . o .

special exception or the variance.  DiNenna stated that the Aggrieved by the decisicn of the cOunty Board off?rfr

| 3,decision.;, On November 27, 1990 Appellees filed a uotion to fl“‘-

only issue before the Board was the reasonableness of -faPPeals. AFpellees herein f£iled an appeal to the Circuit Court'a"

————

o e - r ————

et W v — b W

restriction numbers two and four. counsel for the Appellees
{J. sShawn Alcarese, Esq.), in opposition, asserted that the
Arpellants could not restrict their appeal to just two
1estrictions stating that procedurally, the Appellants had to
appeal the entire decision. After considering both arguments,

the Board ruled that the matter before it was restricted to the

jssue specified in the Appellants' appeal; namely, the

reasonableness of restrictions numbers two and four.

| before the Bonorable Robert E. Cahill

for Baltimore County.. A hearing on . the appeal was conducted

1990. l Counsel for the Appellees herein argued that the County R
Board -of Appeals erred oy restricting the issues at the hearing'ﬁfr

- to the two restrictions.A They argued that Section 603 of the L
Baltiuwore _County Code requires that a hearing on all appeals-t‘“

from the ZOning Commissioner shall be heard de novo.:f'

Ccunsel for the Appellan s hcrein argued that Sectionjﬂ,r .

603 only requires a de novo hearing on tne issues properly"éﬁ

‘on November Te

jﬂDismiss the . Hoticc for In Banc Review alleging that the‘

_Appellants failed to timely preserve the matter for in banc,

sand their failure to properly state the guestions to be decided‘ﬂ

-
'!‘_,

. o E T
,t"s' P, . - .-
R R

. review. .On December Y 1990 lten days- after filing their-‘ _
'-1 notice), Appellants filed their Memorandum in support reguired ;_Jiff
.”munder Md Rule 2-551 (c).- On December 17, 1990 ' hppellees:fff+‘

 filed a Motion to qtrike the Memorandum for Appellants‘ alleged ;

,i ' failure to submit the reguired foui copies of the memorandumpj

_fby the court sitting as an in banc review panel.:i This paneljf}g“‘l”

Ly d

*_ as an arm cf tbe trial court for purposes or'reconsideration;

‘i‘-See Montgomegz Countx v. ucNeece, 3ll nd.‘?19a,f 533 A 2dQ;671

B (19371,, washabaugh . washabaug__ 285 m 393, 404 a 2d 1627

(1978); Estep v. Estep, 285 ma. 416,: 104 A.2a" 1040 (1976).‘

Once _a determinaticn is made by the court in banc, its decision

rowr, G P nxst P \ o TREY

. is conclvsive,, final, and rnon-appealablei"by the party who

. Lut in banc rcview
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COUNTY OFFICE BUILDING, ROOM 315
COUNTY OFFICE BUILDING, ROOM 315 '
EXCEPFTION AND YARIANCE : S ERIC DXNENNA. P A

111 W. CHESAPEAKE AVENUE : .;% :
TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204 . 111 W. CHESAPEAKE AVENUE : E/S Sheffi
o . ield Road, * COUNTY BOARD OF APPEALS | JAMES L MANN. JR.. PA F.O. BOY 103
e t- . & - k., FA ) 0 10508
) TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204 | 265' +/= N of the c¢/1 GEORGE A. BRESCHI. PA. 0CT 2 1989 TOWSON, MARYLAND 21255-0308

{301) 887-3180

Couuty Heard of Appeals of Baltimore County . . . E . ) :
| SRR Gonnty Board of Appeals of Baltimore County - B ST
. - ‘ - IN RE: PETITIONS FOR SPECIAL * BEFORE THE ' - E}&E@ET ‘ E
- 1 JOENEYS AT LAW

(301 887-3180 X o of Chumleigh Road * FOR -
‘ : ' {7105 Sheffield Road) : ' GERALDINE A KIAUBER SUITE 600
. . _ FLANCIS X. BORGERDING. JRZO,N’m (N: MERCANTILE-TOWSON BUILDING

June 26, 1990 8th Electicn District BALTIMORE COUNTY 409 WASHINGTON AVENU!
October 2, 1989 TOWSON, MARYLAh‘lD 21204

(301) 296-6820
TELEFAX (301) 296-6834

June 26, 1990
Paul Shriver, et ux

Petitioners B S
Case No.: 89-361-XA SR Zoning Commissioner for

) . S Baltimore County
. . . i : 111 W. Chesapeake Avenue
, : Towson, Maryland 21204

J. Shawn Alcarese, Esquire
DiNenna, Mann & Breschi Jensen, Morrow & Hassani, P.A.
P.0. Box 10508 22 W. Pennsylvania Avenue

Towson, Maryland 21285-0508 S 5 Suite 606
3 Towson, Maryland 21204 | ' RS ORDER OF APPEAL ,‘ )
Re: Case No. 89-361-XA (Paul Shriver, et ux) . - 2 | Mr. Commissioner: : _ B Case No.: 89-361-XA
_ . s | e setlgloners: Paul Shriver, et ux
_ Please enter an appeal to the County Board of Appeals from [ R y File No.: 88-78

5. Eric DiNenna, Esquire

Re: Case No. 89-361-XA (Paul Shriver, et ux)

Dear Mr. DiNenna:
Lear Mr. Commissioner:

Dear Mr. Alccrese:

Notice is hereby given, in accordance with the Rzies of
the restrictions contained in the Opinion and Order dated August

Procedure of the Court of Appeals of Maryland, that an gppeal has ) T
been taken to the Circuit Court for Baltimore County frem the e s the Court of Appeals of Marylan

matter. : .
' B above-entitled matter within thirty days.

Enclosed is a copy of the Certificate of Notice.
The cost of the transcript of the record must be paid by you.

Very truly yours, - f In addition, the cost incurred for certified copies of other PR ﬂ .
) . documents necessary for the completion of the record must also be r : Shriver, 7105 Sheffield Road, Baltimor 21212.

In accordance with Rule B-7(a) of the Rules of Procedure of B
d, the County Board of Appeals is N T ‘ . Enclosed herewith please fi :
’ Lot 31, 1989 and as amended on September 3, 1989, as follows: S 3 entered by you as per tge aboveiggptgznggp::itgzom certain restrictions

This appeal is being entered on behalf of Paul and Margery

ZED:bk

d 414{& i . “f?71&2t ! R The cost of the transcript, plus any other documents, must be R : . 3 Enclosure
Lindalee M. Kuszmaul _ ' paid in time to transmit the same to the Circuit Court not later e g ' j ce: J. Shawn Alcarese, Esquire
Legal Secretary than thirty days from the date of any petition you file in Court, ; ' ~DINENNA, MANN & BRESCHI ) People's Counsel

: _ 409 Washington Avenue, Suite 600 ' Mr. and Mrs. Paul Shriver

in accordance with Rule B-7(a). ) .
Enclosure B T 2 Towson, Maryland 21204

3 kY Enclosed is a copy of the Certificate of Notice which has been : o (201) 296-6820

et , R Attorneys for Petitioners,

filed in the Circuit Court. X o ;
= L Paul Shriver, et ux.

cc: Mr. and Mrs. Paul Shriver
P. David Fields SRy | |

L N Ve trul ours o N
‘ Ty YY ’ CERTIFICATE OF MAILING

J. Robert Haines
1989, a copy of the aforegoing Order of Appeal was mailed,

Ann M. Nastarowicz f,j- yﬁﬂ

James E. Dyer -
W. Carl Richards, Jr. B 1,
2 i indaLee M. Kuszmau

Docket Clerk - Zoning . - S
Arncld blorn, County A S 5 B
Ja ’ y Attorney . = Legal Secretary - B postage prepaid to J. Shawn Alcarese, Esquire, 207 E. Redwood

Enclosure Street, Baltimore, Maryland 21202 and to People's Counsel for

cc: Mr. and Mrs. Robert Smith, et al o] Baltimore County, Courthouse, Towson,
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BEFORE THE

. Case No. 89-361-XA | A i
COUNTY BCARD OF APPEALS . Paul Shriver, et ux 2. L R ase No. 89=-361-XA . - :
FTION AND VARIANCE i . ; Sai ' | aul Shriver, et ux 3. ; E
ATED CN THE EAST SIDE OF = ‘ iR ! ; . - 7 } i : : Paul Shriver, et ux
: g | Board that the raising of her dogs was a personal hobby, not a commercial ven- L i Mr. Oscar L. Moritz, 7103 Sheffield Road, also testified on behalf . L
! : i ;. The Board, in restricting its considerations to arguments on the

, 285" + /- NORTH CF _ _
T CF CHUMLEIGH RCAD BALTIMORE COUNTY 4 . .
% " - e ‘ture, and that she nad received no complaints related to this activity until of the Appellants. As their next-door neighbor for 31 years, he has no objec-

W DISTRICT CASE NO. 89-361-XA : : . ! : B :
: ' : B T tion to the Shrivers centinuing their current practices.

r]'
b4 0|
= | (_)
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restrictions appealed by Mrs. Shriver, makes no comment on the granting of the
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UNCILMANIZ DISTRICT
;special exception or other restrictions imposed in the Zoning Commissioner's

QIR I NS N

[ @]

Dr. cherE‘Smith, 7104 Oxford Road, initiated testimony on behalfl | -f fi :

Mrs. Skriver is appealing the Zoning Commissioner's Restriction #2
t
decisicn and Order. It tzkes note that according to testimony offered

R ) :on the basis that his ordered reduction of the number of Pug dogs permitted on N . of the Protestants. Dr. Smith testified that his children's sleep is cisturded

OPINION 27 R : :
‘ B ' the site to 5 would severely reduce, if not totally cripple, the quality of her .’ , . by the Shrivers' dogs and that codors emanating from the Shrivers! yard directly -
o H !

Mrs. Shriver has been conducting the breeding operation in her home for 29 years

without prior legal action by any individual or group.

i

14
¥
s
B It
=ris case comes pefore the Board on an agpezl from 2 decisien cof the ; ' - . - . - H
3 I ;breeding grograzm which is the keystone of her hobby. On Restriction #4, i behind his property force bkis fapily to keep their windows closed at zll times. '

. ‘* On Restriction #2 amended (" i
‘- He further testified that he is convinced that Mrs. Shriver's breeding operation i striction #2 amended ("The special exception granted herein is
t:1imited to 2z private, non-commercial dog kennel for Petitioners, only, and is

v P N e e

' - e i - 'Mrs. Shriver testified that the limitation of three dogs permitted outside at one -

is that of a commercial kennel and not an appropriate use for residential land.

as the dogs are guite small, are always accompanied when _
further limited to five (3) Pug dogs and one (1) household pet dog which is rnot

mtizne, zanzs th : ] r 18589, : oo ‘
) i time was unrezsonatle,

S. Eric DiNenna, Esquire; Frotestants were repre- g 3 . . : . e
! . ’ - ’ . N outdoors, ané she cleans the yvard irmediately after each outdoor session. No oy S Charlotte Szith, 7104 Oxford Roac (Dr. Smith's wife) testifiad tha - .
- P f, a Pug dog. Petitioners shall have until January 1, 1991 to recuze the Pug dog

five to eight Pug dogs are let oul in the Shrivers' yard about three times each

\..ﬁ.&b .
EApapula:ion to the five (5) permitted."), the Scard feels this restriction is

© day. She told the Board that the dogs are not always accompanied and that their e i
T ‘lunreasonable. It would severely restrict, if not eand, Mrs. Shriver's long-

-\ barking disturbs her fazily's sleep and telephone conversations from time to i ST 3§ .
‘ ‘ R 'standing hobby, and would create an unreascnable burden on her. The Board will -

time. She has seen, on one occasion, a rat in the Shrivers' yard and notices .. Do :

The case was heard this day in 1its ' -] . is ~ 4 - . . a
o S gZrocming or bearding oI COZS takes place on site znd there are no outdoor runs

- nowW constructed or planned.
crening. Mr. DiNenna restricted A sellznts' case to appezls of ’ - ?§ .
i s ~ed hps - e ;s : ne. Themas E. Sooy, 2 veterinarian and professional dog breeder,

50 order.

=18

e § { ! Lkl eV i i - ¢ ) v By e A :
zzissioner's restrictions designated 2 (as amended) nd 72 =7 %28 BT tastified on behalf of the Appellants. Dr. Sooy affirmed that Restriction =2

odors from the property both cutside and inside her own hcozme. Mrs. Szith teld
On Restriction #4 ("There shall be no outdoor pens established for

.

sse argusd that his clients, the Stoneleign f o N i .
© ’ & " : (the reduction to five Pug Gogs on site) would, indeed, destroy the integrity

cranting of the special excepticn for a PREATE - . .
granting © special excepticn ior 2 : of Mrs. Shriver's breeding program. As a veterinarian, he also opined that DU the Board that the Shrivers' stockads fence does not restrict the noise cor odor : _ .
e : : : the dogs. There shall be no more than three (3} cogs permitted to be cutsice

iance ted t onin mmissicner. Th2 Bo - . . - :
variances granted by the 2 g Co s r. The Board - . ~.Mrs. Shriver's Pug dogs presented no threat to the health, safety or general SRR . caused by the dogs. : .
L . . :-at any one time."), the Board also finds the second portion of this restriction

Mpr, Ennis Nuigley, 7110 Oxford Road, testified that he was aware ST .
) - 3 ;.imposes unreascnable hardship on the Appellant, and will sc order.

reesty guansl” and

~:ied tnzt the matter before it i estricted iss specified in the N " . .
ne matier before it is restricted to 1SsSues #p m - - ;;welfare of the Stoneleigh community.
ot
! Mrs. Terry Weller of 7113 Sheffield Road testified on behalf of the

Margaret Shriver, 7105 Sheffield Road, testified that she and her ‘ i}‘ - EiAppellants. Mrs. Weller supports the testimony of Mrs. Shriver and, as a

' of "a lot of dogs" on the Shrivers' property pbecause he has heard "loud barking.®

‘crer's appeal.
OQRDER

Robert Slingluff, 7006 Bristol Road, added his belief that the
It is therefore this 25th day of May » 1930 by the County

: . . + e .. i : : .
resided at the subject site for more than 30 years and that she had : e {'neighbor of 10 years' standing, has no complaints about the Shrivers' hobby . | !, Shrivers are operating a "kennel business" not appropriate to a residential B T
. R e Board of Appeals of Baltimore Ccunty ORDERED that restrictions imposed by the

ared.

el ] j“"," d d 9 . . -
sreedirg puresred Pug dogs there for 20 years The animals are raised for : kennel. She told the Board that she feels Mrs. Shriver has the environment
Zoning Commissioner in his Opinion and Order of August 31, 1989, amended --

t ; p "
sale purposes; there are 12 to 17 dogs on the subject site at any glven; f. totally under control through her maintenance work and the stockade fence con- - B : | Sharon Walker, president of the Stoneleigh Community Association,

: i
and a resident for 12 years, testified for the Protestants. Representing the | g - specifically Restrictions #2 and #4 --be and the same are VACATED. The followirg
[

[,z € ‘-r - t t{fj d : d t +he g .

. integrity of the community and its opposition to "any special exceptions.” : w ¢ 1. All other restrictions and rulings in the above-
: . . captioned decision by the Zoning Commissioner shall

stand.

A i . _ i
For exercise and to relieve themselves. Mrs. Shriver further testified Me. Ecward Sybert, 7107 Sneffield Road, testified that he has known |

ts an individual she has the sare CONcerns.
WE L e e ~

appeal. ,‘; .f '  ' 3 .
" ‘#‘*“}RQHLMEV : ) LTS OEN MEL i " W e et IO
- . I R ‘ S ! e e Ll i b

i——ediztely after each outing. In addition, Mrs. Shriver told the

MCROFILMEL [ ;;

!

accompanies the dogs when they are out of doors and that she cleans : B f githe Shrivers since they moved into the Stoneleigh community. He supports their :
|
|

}




PETITIONS FOR SPECIAL EXCEPTION BEFORE THE
AND VARIANC@ - E/S Sheffield
Road, 265'+/- N of the c/l of ZORING COMMISSIONER

L . . IN RE: PETITIONS FOR SPECIAL EXTEPTION BEFORE
: . S, ERIC DINENNA. PA. ‘ : ERCANTI T oN B B 3 AND VARIANCE - E/S Sheffield e
Case No. 89-361-XA : JAMES L. MANN. JR.. PA. ' . 409 WASHINGTON AVENUE ) Road, 265"'+/- N of the ¢/l of ZONING COMMISSIONER .
Paul Shriver, et ux x GEORGE A BRESCHI, PA. _ ' _ ‘ - TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204 o ‘ Chumleigh Road Chumleigh Road
. ' : : | (7105 Sheffield Road) OF BALTIMORE COUNTY SRR (7105 Sheffield Road) OF BALTIMORE COUNTY
8th Election District

2. The special exception granted is limited to a . . x: GERALDINE A. muas:c - (301) 2966820 8th Election District i - ! .
Drivate, non-commercial dog kennel for B FRANCIS X. BORGERDI TELEFAX (301) 296-6884 e 4th Councilmanic District Case No. 89-361-XA - ith Councilmanic District Case No. 83-361-XA

Petitioners, only, and is further limited to .
ten (10) adult {above the age of 6 max_-.tnsl rog : | | B : o conelaari o
dogs and one (1) household pet which is not a T . | Apeil 25, 1989 | | - ra s

Pug dog.

DINENNA, MANN & BRESCHI
ATTORNEYS AT LAY :

Paul Shriver, et ux

Petitioners

x * - * * * * >

FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCIUSIONS OF LAW

AMENDED ORDER

There shall be no cutdocr pens establisngd for . : Zoning Commissironer for

the dogs. There shall be no mere than six {€} , : | Baltimore County

dogs permitted to be outside at any one tim2. : : 111 W. Chesapeake Avenue
| B | Towson, Maryland 21204

WHEREAS, the Petitioners requested a special exception for a dog The Petitioners herein request a special exception to permit a

kennel on the subject property and variances in accordance with the plan 3> kennel on the subject property and variances to permit a front yard

RE: Shriver/Petitioner” PR Ll )
89-361%a : ¥ submitted and identified as Petitioner's Exhibit 1: A setback of 29 feet; side yard setbacks of & feet and 13 feet; and a rear

The dogs will be permitted outside only between
the hours of 7:00 a.m. and 11:00 p.m., Enf ) |
will be accompanied by Appellants or an aduit _ i | shriver/F

agent of Appellants while outside. q
b yard setback of 73 feet, all in lieu of the required 200 feet, as more

. . . ‘j1j;f . . - WHEREAS, by Order dated August 31, 1989, the relief requested was
Any appeal frem this decisicn mus csrdance SRR Dear Mr. Commissioner: ’ , , qu .
particularly described in Petitioner's Exhibit 1.

through B-13 of the Maryland Rules of Procec - B As per your request, enclosed herewith please find the Memorandum
of Law. o WHEREAS, Restriction Nos. 2 and 6 were somewhat confusing and

granted, subject to restrictions;

with Rules EB-1
The Petitioners, by Paul Shriver, appeared, testified, and were

r cooperation. : ic Di i
Thank you for you P RO required clarification; represented by S. Eric DiNenra, Esquire. Also appearing on behalf of the

Very t yours . .
IT If ORDERED by the Zoning Commissioner for Baltimore County
this t day of September, 1989 that the Order issued August 31, 1989

be and the same is hereby AMENDED to delete Restriction No. 6&; and,

Fetitions were: Oscar Moritz, Jr., Terry Shriver, Rebecca Tansil, Ralph

.

On FILING
é’&éz/z X

i

FILING

and cCharlotte Peters, Jeanne Ward, Edward@ Sybert, Kathleen Bates, BReth

Spedalere, Theresa Weller, and William and Sandra Fastie, all immediately

ZE%H

adjoining neighbors and property owners. The following individuals ap-

r

D
&
7
ho
L

T e N SED:cjc
Lynn . toreizng - L Enclosure
: cc: Mr. and Mrs. Paul Shriver
J. Shawn Alcarese, Esquire

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Restriction No. 2 of said Order be and

v
/

g,
78 N
J

9
/s

7

the same is hereby modified to read as follows: peared as Protestants in the matter and were represented by J. Shawn

2

Alcarese, Esquire: Shelley, Robert, Charlotte, Jay and Rabin Smith; Bever~

I

2} The special exception granted herein is limited
to a private, non-commercial dog kennel for Petition-
ers, only, and is further limited to five (5) Pug dogs
and one (1) household pet dog which is not a Pug dog.
Petiticners shall have until January 1, 1991 to reduce
the Pug dog population to the five (5) permitted.

/

ren. o

Harry E?/Bu:hneistEF, ly Brandon, Barry Miller, Eugenie Foster, Wendy Frank, Chessy Spence, Ann

ORDER REC
ORDER REGE

Date

By

Data __
By

Hickman, Olivia J. Caraluzzi, A. S. Boccuto, Carolyn whittington, and

Marjorie Pilachowski, all residents of the area.

Due to the number of persons appearing on both sides at the first

. ROBERT HAINES'

" e . :
D i {::?WF\\ Y Em : Zoning Commissioner
AWISRSVTTIEY: : for Balti
L | 4 0 or Baltimore County

hearing and the time constraints of the docket for that day, the hearing

i, ,- -: 3. Eric DiMNenna, Esquire

o J. Sh Al r E i
R 2 1, Shav Mo, Zamire ) N .
. People's Counsel; File ?ﬂiCROHLE‘VzEU present their case.

was continued to March 17, 1989 to provide adegquate time for both sides to

ZONING OHACL

=

MICROFILMED

operation meets the special exception requirements and that there is no because of the real possibility of disease, injury and infection posed by

L. o . detriment to the health, safety or general welfare of the commnity. el ﬂ‘ L B _
additional | . S g . violation of Section 502.1 of the B.C.Z.R. B = presence of rats and dog feces.

At itne hearing held en March i7, 1989, the {following
Several letters from area residents were submitted evidencing their sup-

The Protestants' position concerning the relief requested is most

residents appeared as Protestants: Maynard Harp, Charles Whittington, Ann The Protestants argue that the B.C.Z.R. recognizes there are some

. . . - R port of Petitioners' request. N i i
Sehaufele, Sharon Mcintire, Robert and Deborah Slingluff, Jim Wiedefeld, T R TIE uses of property thal "...are inherently so objectionable as to make extra clearly stated in the words of their Counsel: "The Petitioners argue  that
) ' The Protestants are generally opposed to the use of the subject ; ‘ = : i d : ;
“r.. Berry Miller, and Douglas and Mary Parvis. regulations and controls advisable..." Petitioners' requested use of the present =zoning prohibition against their dog kennel operation and the

property as a kemnel. The Protestants testified they believe that as a ) . ‘
their property as a dog kennel is one of the uses recognized as being 200-foot setback from residential properties presents an unnecessary hard-

Testimony indicated that the subject property, known as 7105

result of such use of the property, rats have b. .n attracted to the area,

improved ”fJ '”_ SN inherently so objectionable. According to Section 1B02.1 of the B.C.Z.R., ship upon them. The herdship is not peculiar to the property, but rather

Sheffieid Road, consists of 8,779 sg.ft. zoned D.R. 5.5, and is
is claimed to be a hardship to Mrs. Shriver because she wishes to operate

A A e b o L

R .

S

o b e & i e ———

o A e o . N

O FilnG
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ORDER R

with a two-stery single family dwelling which was purchased by Petiticners
in 1352. Testimony indicated that some time thereafter, Mrs. Shriver
eveloped a hobby for breeding and showing Pug dogs and has professionally
pursuad this hobby for the past 28 years. BAs a result of a complaint
filed with the Zoning Office, Petitioners were advised to file the instant
icns to cbtain permission to continue breeding Pug show dogs on the
sucjecl property.
Teatimony 4indicated that there are generally approximately 9 to
17 dogs on the subject property. Said dogs are housed within the family
Zweziling and are let ocut periodically in the rear of the property, but not
11 dogs at one time. Mrs. Shriver testified that no other dogs are board-
=3 c¢r kernneled on the premises and that no traffic is generated from her
cf the property &as a kennel. lShe testified she has no commercial
les but has a van which she uses to transport her dogs to various
sIows throughout the state.
Many residents of the area, including the Shrivers' two immediate-
neighbors on either side of the subject property, and neigh-
he street and on the same block as Petitioners' property,
in favor of the relief requested in the special exception.

ny indicated that in their opinion, these dogs were not a nuisance

Fetitioners' use of the property as a kennel has not created any

ORDER RECTAVED FOR FILING

and in fact, cne has been cbserved tunneling intc the Petitioners' rear
yard. Dr. Smith, the abutting rear yard property owner, testified to the
threat of disease and/or injury that the presence of dog feces and rats
present. Dr. Smith further testified that the noise and odor generated by
the dogs has resulted in his family being precluded from socializing out-
doors on at least three occasions.

The parties have spent a great deal of energy arguing the proper
legal standard to be applied to this special exception. The Petitiocners
contend that the appropriate standard to be used in determining whether a
requested special exception use has an adverse affect and, therefore,
should be denied is whether there are facts and circumstances which show
that the particular use proposed at the particular location proposed would
have any adverse affects above and beyond that inherently associated with
such a special exception use irrespective of its location within the

zone. Schultz v. Pritts, 291 M4. 1. The Baltimore County Council has

determined that a kennel is permitted in a D.R. 5.5 zone unless it is
shown that such use at a particular leocation would adversely affect the
surrounding uses. Petitioners further contend that the use of the subiect
property as a kennel has been successful for the past 28 years without a

complaint nor any problems. They therefore believe the kenanel‘s continuous

MICROFILMED

dog kennels are permitted as of right only in D.R. 1 zones, by special
exception in D.R. 2, D.R. 3.5 and D.R. 5.5 =zones, and are probhitibed
entirely in D.R. 10.5 and D.R. 16 zones. Regardless of permitted uses in
residential areas, according to Section 421.1 "...No part of any such use
shall be located within 200 feet of the nearest property line." Clearly
the 200-foot setback was mandated because of the recognized inherently
objectionable characteristics and nature of a dog kennel operation.
Further, the Protestants argue that Section 502.1 requires that
the Zoning Commissiorer make a factual finding that the use for which a
special exception 1is socught not be detrimental to the health, safety, or
general welfare of the locality involved. The Protestants contend that to
grant the petitions requested, specific reasons and bases must be cited to
support a finding that Petiticners' use will not be detrimental to the

health, safety and general welfare of the locality. Kennerly wv.

Baltimore City, 247 Md. 691, 607 (1967). The Protestants further contend

that, particularly from the evidence presented, no such reasons or bases
can be cited because none were presented, nor could they have been. 'They
believe the testimony and evidence clearly demonstrates the noise, smell
and attraction to rats are not only offensive to human senses and activi-

ties, but are a threat to the health and safety of the area residents

MICROFILMED
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her dog kennel from her home. Petitioners admit, all witnesses agree, and
it is totally uncontested that the request for a special eXception in this
instance is solely for Petitioners® convenience and that the circumstances
creating the claimed "hardship" are self-created. Special exceptions and
variances cannot be granted for the mere convenience to the owner, City

of Baltimore v, Polakoff, 233 Md. 1 ({1963); Kennerly v. M.C.C., ucupra;

Carney v. City of Baltimore, 201 Md. 130 (1953); Gleason v. Keswick

Imp. Ass'n., 197 Md. 46 (1951), nor will they be granted if such difficul-
ties or unnecessary hardships are the result of applicants' own actions.

Salisbury Bd. of Zoning Appeals v. Bounds, 240 Md. 547 {1965); Penm

Const. Co. v. City of Baltimore, 233 Md. 372 (1964)."

I don't believe this line of case law is controlling for a special
exception, pursuaat tc Sections 502.1 and .2 of the L C.2Z.R. The law in
Baltimore County iz clearly contreolled by the holding found in Schultz wv.
Pritts, 432 k.24, 1319 {1957).

The issue in the special excepticn is whether or not the require-
wents of Section 502 of the Baltimore County Zoning Regulations (B.C.Z.R.)
have been successfully met by the Petitioner. The cases clearly establish

that "...the appropriate standard to be used in determining whether a




should be denied, is whether there are facts and circumstances

requested special exception use would have an adverse effect and therefore

the particular use proposed at the particular locaticon would have any
adverse cffect above and beyond those inherently associated with
exception use, irrespective of its location within the zone.®

Schultz v. Pritts, 291 Md. 1, 432 A.2d 1319 at 1327 {18B1).

The Court went on to say in Schuliz that,

"...the applicant has the burden of addu~irns testimony
which will show that his use meets ‘e prescribed
standards and requirements, he does not have the bur-
den of establishing affirmatively that his proposed
use sould be a benefit to the community. If he shows
to the satisfaction of the Board that the propcosed use
would be conducted without real detriment to the neigh-
borhood and would not actually adversely affect the
public interest, he has met his burden. The extert cf
any harm or distur' .ce to the neighboring area and
uses is, of <our o, material. If the evidence mzkes
the question of ho'.. or disturbance or the question cof
the disruption of the harmony of the comprehensive

that

conditionally sapproved uses that are permitted unless there is proocf that
the use, in this instance, the kennel, will be detrimental to the health,
safety or general welfare of the éommunity. 1 havg rarely seen a case
involving a special exception use that does not involve the convenience of
the Petitioner. Most special exceptions, such as community centers and
professional offices in the home, are not established because there is a
hardship, but for the convenience of the Petitioner. 1In fact, there is no
evidence in the record to show that the proposed use at the location de-
scribed in Petitioner's Exhibit 1 has any adverse impact above and beyond
that inherently associated with a special exception for a ke. il, irrespec-
tive of i. . location in Baltimore County within the D.R. 5.5 zone as re-
gquired by the Schultz test.

It is clear that the_B.C.Z.R. permits the use proposed in a D.R,
5.5 zone by special exqeption. It is equally clear that the proposed use

would not be detrimental to the primary uses in the vicinity. Therefore,

was a discussion of a rat and that the presence of the dogs attracted the
rat to the site. This fact, in and of itself, is not the controlling
factor in determining the special exception. This problem can and will be
addressed by imposing limitations and restrictions upon the kennel use.
The facts and circumstances do not show that the proposed use at the par-
ticular location described by Petitioner's Exhibit 1 would have any adverse
verse impact above and beyond that inherently associated with such a spe-
cial exception use, irrespective of its location within the zone. Schultz
v. Pritts, 432 A.24 1319 (1981).

The proposed use will not be detrimental to the health, safety,
or general welfare of the locality and is consistent with the purposes of
the property's zoning classification.

After reviewing all of the testimony and evidence presented, in
the opinion of the Zoning Commissioner, the relief requested in the Peti-

tion for Special Exception should be granted with certain restrictions as

permitted purpose or render conformance unnecessarily
burdensome;

2) whether the grant would do substantial injustice
to applicant as well as other property owners in the
district or whether a lesser relaxation than that
applied for wauld give substantial relief: and

3) whether relief can be granted in such fashion

that the spirit of the ordinance will be observed and
public safety and welfare secured.

Anderson v. BdA. of Appeals, Town of Chesapeaka Beach, 22 Md. App. 28

{1974).

It is clear from the testimony that if the wariance is granted,
such use as proposed would not be contrary to the spirit of the B.C.Z.R.
and would not result in substantial detriment to the pubillic health, safe-
ty, and general welfara.

Pursuant to the advertisement, posting of the property. and

pubiic hearing on these Petitions held, and for the reasons given above,

plan of zoning fairly debatable, the matter is one for
the Beoard to decide. But if there is no probative
evidence of harm or disturbance in light of the nature
of the =zone involved or of factors causing disharmozny
to the operation of the comprehensive plan, a denizal
of an application for a special exception use is arbi-
trary, capricious, and illegal." (at page 1325)

it must be determined if the conditions as delineated in Section 502.1 are ‘ more fully described below. the relief requested in the Petitions for Special Exception and Zoning
o ; ; o ) Vari h -
satisfied. The Petitioners argue that Section 421 of the B.C.Z.R., adopted lance should be granted
The Petitioner had the burden of adducing testimony and evidence pursuant to Council Bill No. 85 in 1967, states, in relevant part, that: THERROORR, 1T 1S ORDERED by the Zoning Commissioner for Baltimore
) i County thi xilﬁ iti i
"Where an animal rding place or kennel is allowed in q unty this 559 ay of August, 1989 that the Petition for Special Excep-
a residential zone, either as a Special Exception or as ™
a permitted use, no part of such use shall be located

within 200 feet of the nearest property line"...

?)

The Petitioner nmst only show to Lhe satisfaction of the Zoring

FOR FILING
% i
) O FILING
i
/ WA 11

1]

%
/;

which would show that the proposed use met the prescribe standards and ‘ %'5, : ‘ ' ‘~§\
A icn ta permit a dog kennel on the subject property and the Petition for

a4

4

("ﬂ

Commissioner that the proposed use would be conducted without real Setri- requirements set forth in Section 502.1 of the B.C.Z.R. In the opinion of

Zoning Variances to permit a front yard setback of 29 feet; side yard

L1

i
)

e
1

ment to the community to meet his burden. — See, Turner v. Fammens, 278 the Zoning Commissioner, the Petitioner has shown that the proposed use

may be varianced, pursuant to Section 307.1 of the B.C.Z.R. setbacks of 6 feet and 13 feet; and a rear yard setback of 73 feet, zll in

Md. 41, 310 A.2d 543 (1973). When the Petitioner produces credirie and would be conducted without real detriment to the neighborhocd and would

mnrn
Data
By

An area variance may be granted where strict application of the lieu of the required 200 feet, as more particularly described in Petition-

ORDER R
Date __,

{

CRDER RECTAED FOR FILING

probative evidence on all of the specific icsues estakblished by Secticn not adversely affect the public interest. The 20-plus year history of the

zoning regulations would cause practical difficulty to the Petitioner and er's Exhibit 1, be and are hereby GRANTED, subject, however, to the foll
r ’ r a ] ow-—

502.1, then a special exception should be granted. 1In fact, the Petiticr- o {f use of the property proves that there has never been a problem in the

his property. Mclean v. Scley, 270 Md. 208 {1973). To prove practical ing restrictions which are conditions precedent to the relief granted:

er has shown thal the proposed use would be conducted without real detzi ;:t 7? past. Most of ihe long-term neighbors have not known of the existence of :
difficulty for an area variance, the Petitioner must meet the following: ‘ 1) The Petitioners are hereby made aware that pro

. ' ] ) : ceedin t thi i i i
1) whether strict compliance with requirement would o pmpergya as l: t}iﬂﬁnzitlj]_s ziethzggt;:ﬁegisﬁse t?i thﬁ
unreasonably prevent the use of the property for a - e time as the 30-day ‘appellate process from tﬁgsl Oing
L has expired. If, for whatever reason, this Order is

ment to the community and would not adversely affect the public gooa. ; ® the dog kennel operation over the years. There is no evidence that this

There is clearly no requirement that a special exception only be kennel has caused a negative impact as delineated in Section 502, There

granted when there is a finding of a hardship. Special exception uses =zre j - o 3 )
' MICROFILMED  FRER 1ICROFILMED

6- - 9-

w7 PETITI@N FOR ZONING VAMMANCE
T TO THE ZONING COMMISSIONER OF:BALTIMORE COUNTY: - - - f?“jé/’)(/q

TO THE zomNG't:ommss'mNER‘ OF BALTIMORE COUNTY: / %—j@'/-)(ﬂ | : 4 'I_'hb:d u;dghrsigdned. i-le;ngal owfllze.r](s) ‘of the property situate in Baltimere County and which i§
al owner{s) of the property situate in Baltimore County and which is ri the description and plat attached hereto and made a part hereof, hereby petition for a

to and made a part hereof, hereby petition for a S VL b 6 5 lrmit ‘set back as follows:
lgtl,a::va c::g gg;?n% ll?:ggulationspof Baltimore County, to use the Variance from Section .. P s

N e T LT - oA TS I

*P_E'Tmoﬁf FOR SPECIAL EX(!PTIO_;}I

The undersighed, leg
described in the description and
Special Exception under the Zo

IS AT I

of the Zoning Regulatlons of Baltimore County, to the Zoning Law of Baltimore County: for the
following reasons: (indicate hardchip or prach’cal ¢:liﬂicult1.v1)ng Y

- . . . i R Sizé of pr;‘o ert
Property is to be posted and adverlised as prescribed by Zoning Regulationb:.A . i Lone term uge Y |
A i i ing, ¢ i ' : Such other and further reasons to be presented at time of
! expenses of above Special Exception advertising, posting, ete., upon filing [RERE P et e
of thliéogegfi’o:,g:e:d ?ugfl{er a%eree.to and are tg be bound by the zoning regulations &hd restrictions o _ hearing. =~ :
of Baltimore County adopted pursdant fo the Zoning Law for Baltimore County. . _

Baltimore County , I/We do solemnly deci_hre and affirm,
Zoning Commissioner . under the penallies of perjfulafl. that I/v{e
. ; : j _ : of the proper
reversed, the Petitioners would be required to cease Office afPIaJmmg&Zou.ng' | 7 7 ?vrl’?ic}lh?s lt‘;lgealsu%?é::etréfs?this Petitign.pe ¥
operaticn of the dog kennel and be responsible for e N Towson, Maryland 21204 . : B : .
bringing the property inte compliance with the = (301) 887-3353 _ | :“ Contract purchaser:
B.C.Z.R. - J. Robert Haines L : . ' . s ‘ . . 3 .
i ted herein is limited e b ST S ; ' -~ -, S R ‘ I/We do solemnly declare and affirm,
exception  grante petition- - August 31, 1989 i . : ‘ | : . , ! _ 3 under the penalties of perjury, that I/we
ol % , : 5 : : are the legal owner(s) of the property
R . _ _ ok _ : which is the subject of this Petition,

Property Is to be posted and advertised as prescribed by Zoning Regulations.

B _L or we, agree 40 pay expenses of above Varlance advertising, posting, ete., upon filing of thi
Legal Owner(s): SRR . petition, and further agree to and are o be bound by the zoning gggwlsagﬁons aml;o restr-icgtigns tﬂ
. - Baltimore County adopted pursuant to the Zoning Law For Baltimore County,

Z) The special
t a private, non-commercial dog kennel for

ers, only, and is further limited to five (5} Pug dogs R e '
and cne (i) household pet dog which is not a Pug dog. T aen 7 i . - | | | SN -
y o 7 L o Coniract Purchaser: _ Legal Owner(s):

C - B S. Eric DiNenna, Esquire . : : : _ R _
1) The special exception granted herein is limited S - 409 Washington Avenue, Suite 600 ' - - _ . } pe or Print Name) ’ : -
i : B : ' i P _. s (Type or Print Name) o

to Petiticners only. 1n the event the property is | I Towson, Maryland 21204

gc}d, transferred or leased, the Petitioners andjor . E .

future property ownersflessees shall not inherit the B & RE: PETITION FOR ZONING VARIANCE e G State

special exception use granted herein. Such use as a £/S Sheffield Road, 265' +/- N of the ¢/1 of Chumleigh Road

kenrel shall cease immediately upon the sale, transfer - 4_:7 (7105 Sheffield Road) ‘ | }'f: : ‘l ??r

or lease of the subject property. 8th Election District - 4th Councilmanic District IR 2 _JJ.O%-Shﬁf.field-Roa‘d
R : Paul Shriver, et ux - Petitioners ol - - Address

4) Thore shall be no outdoor pens established for _:;f E Case No. 89-561—XA | .” . 7 8

the dogs. There s}_1a11 be no more t.:han three (3) dogs : | . | . S— glg;‘;;um_

permitted to be ocutside at any one time. . : Dear Mr. DiNenna: e - |

E DU Name, address and phone number of legal owner, con-

' : tract purchaser or representative to be contacted

Attorney for Petitioner:

Enclosed please find a copy of the decision rendered in the

%)  There shall be no commercial boarding or grooming 1 . R
- i itions for Special Exception and Zoning G y . ) . N .
above-captioned matter. The Petit P R A £ric DiNenna N N : Y . i

of dogs on the premises, ' )
‘ ‘ Variance have been granted in accordance with the attached Order. e - . : . = |
7 : LT T ) R Baltimore, MD 21212

£ 211 remaining Pug dogs over the five (95) permit- City and State .
ted must be removed from the subject property on or In the event any party finds the decision rendered is unfavor- a 7 _ 409 Washington EE,‘_’-‘_‘_&__%},‘}_E?.E?P : .‘ : G S
before January 1, 1931. tL R able, any party may file an appeal to the County Board Of‘APPeals_Wlthln e Attorney’s Te!thqng No.: - , Phone No. o -

thirty (30) days of the date of this Order. For further information on : s R : : / P,ﬁaj - s Name, address and phone number of legal owner, con-

filing an appeal, please contact Ms. Charlotte Radcliffe at 887-3391. RED By The Z )ﬁjﬁg. Commissioner of Baltimore County, thi§ ——ceoootolouemmm-- day . e T Frpriomiive 10 Do cwpacied -
| _ L : . . R Eric DiNenna, Esq. '

. that the subject matter of this petition be advertised, as R " "City wnd State

Very truly yours, - i _ : : , 182_7_, that the subject matler ol ihis pelilion DE SAVEILSIN, &2 PSS = Cityand State - TTTTVSS smeoesTTooes it bt 2 -
J. ROBERT HAIRE e , T, : . S " ion through _‘
Zoning Ce?missioner N reqiired by the Zofling Law of Baltimore County, in two newspapers of general circulation rou.g - : Attorney’s Telephone No.: _296-6820 o 409 Wa. ":”E‘.i:. ngton Av . _Suit e 600
for Baltinore County J’ ROBERT HAINES out Baltimore County, that property be posted, and that the public hearing be had before the Zoning - Address  296-6820 _ . -

Zoning Commissioner S L Commissioner of Baltimore County in Room County Office Building in Towson, Baltimore e “ ST . |

R for Baltimore County . e AL P AR ‘&? :Do'clock i :_' , e _ > j , :
JRH:bJs County, on the -_——- ZM-_- day of , 19 a # ‘ Ly s 0.0 -, thal the subject matter of this petition be advertised, ss
: L s ST TR T . . / _ eq by Law of Baltimore County, in two news apers of ;=neral circulation through-
cc: J. Shawn Alcarese _ - LIRS fw ’ : : out Baltimore County( that property be posted, and that the public hearing e had before the Zoning
807 Wellington Road, Baltimore, Md. 21212 2 U PR . - ST . Commissioner of Baltimore County in Room County Office Building in_Towson, Baltimore
I Rt c e ——— County, on the ‘,/.M flee o 19-5_5., a!?/‘jz o'clock

All Protestants # . e e e Tem s T . Zoning Comm L T i o
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DESCRIPTION

#7105 SHEFFIELD ROAD

9th ELECTION DISTRICT BAYTIMORE COUNTY MARYLAND

Beginning for the same at a peint located on the east
. side of Sheffield Road, said point also being located 265 feet
northerly from the center ¢ Chumleigh Reoad: thence binding on
the east side of Sheffielc Road, (1) Nertherly - €5 feetr, thence
leaving said east side of Sheffield Road: (2) Easterly - 135 feet,
(3) Southerly - 65 feet and {4} Westerly - 135 feet to the point
of beginning.

Containing 8,775 s.f. ( 0.20 acres ) of land more or

2400 00p gtV

J.0. B&L70
12-12-88

é(;faa'um jzfag};wu

CIRCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY

ASSIGNMENT OFFICE
COUNTY COURTS BUILDING

401 Bosley Avenue
P.O. Box 6754
Towson, Maryland 21285-6754

Augusc 1, 1990

J. Shawn Alcarese, Esq.
S. Eric DiKeona, Esq.
County Board ef Appeals

Arnald Jablom, Esq.

it L 2%

Posted for: ... ,f‘ffl."‘//}f}"‘ﬂ"/;”'fl N %2’1!115.
Petitioner: _-_/dq;g/éé}zﬁf. e te Y.
Location of property: ,5:/_{ ‘séﬁfﬁkjc( i@J,;

Location of Signs:. /?rf-;g;

oo dw 3 LS -;.,:f’.').&. -ﬁz&f,{-.%-[.-ﬂfzg./jg;?ﬂ_--

coxrcare or vosrma 7 -IH/ A

© Date of Posting ;,%”_/;P -

-

Zb5 NS humdoro 4476

24 Qﬁ-ﬂgfiz{'xff.::.éof Vi —
jté-a/fxﬁ .{ffe./.c.{--..éff.é,.--ﬂ’z” CTTL A

- -

-

Remarks: —e.cvinnmcencaccrrcaaa smmene -
Posted by __--M.--..----_--___- Deta of return:...... 2720 L7

Number of Signs:

.. Merch 10,1989 t 11:30am. :

Siguature
Z—

!ﬁ»-.«‘élCRUHme

CERTIFICATE OF PUBLICATION

2

aared

., 1989

Efzh-'_fas;

THIS IS TO CERTIFY, that the annexed advertisement was

TOWSON, MD,, ...
published in THE JEFFERSONIAN, a weekly newspaper printed -
and published in Towson, Baltimore C .,.'t'y,.; Md., appearing on

Feh. 3. 1089 o

Hearing Dase: Friday. .

THE - JEFFERSONIAN,

Puhlisher

it

29
3

.
!

Margo Tyler — B87-2661

N

I3

OF PAUL SHRIVER, ET UX. VS. ROBEXT SNITH ET.

HEARING DATE: WEDNESDAY, ROVEMBER 7, 1990 @ 9130 A.M.

ON THE FOLLOWING:  appesl: 2 Hours

Please see the below notations.

o
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OFFICE OF FI E - REVENUE DIVISION
MISCELLANEQUS CASH RECEIPT

/ —‘ﬁ/ _(:{? _AGCCOUNT /zﬂ

BALTIMORE ﬁu NTY, MARYLAND

' S
amounT__3 POialll Lo

N

. TOWSON, MD.,.
abuidngpenm maybe |

il

ES, a weekly newspaper published tn -

3!

@8 13 K. sice infeu
of 200 k.; and (3) 73 A rear yard
% ey of 200 & ot o o b

’

' TOWSON TIMES,

e ‘ o
o ey MASHsY
 fea $133.9

.

- 89-36=xA |
BAL'I_'IMORE COUNTY OFFICE OF PLANNING & ZONING
‘ County Office Building |

111 W. Chesapeake Avenue .
Towson, Maryland 21204 -

Your petition has been received and _acceptéd for filing th'i.-'sl_;ﬁ_;___'; -

RECEIWVED

oA & hd &) ey
FROM; "-f'[ —_ ,(j‘f,:"- T A S

;. bio Tai " F -’_L'-x-/" ‘_}""’ lf-' == L’ﬁ’/"‘flt;?/'-l--:"' ALY

~ l, £
#ICROFILMEL
SRR

o . VALIDATION OR BIGNATURE OF CASHIER
%-ﬁ“ “-m"\ YELLOW - CUBTOMER -9 ’

FOR:L

BA] " memng .t 1 0ta

3

e

. " BALTIMORE CQUNTY, MARYLAND
' ©FFICE OF FIN - REVENUE DIVISION *
© MISCELLANEOUS CASH RECEIPT .

' . .
~ .
rd . . , _‘f , } ” fo:(__.L 5 -

!I_ltfm.;-»-; tim
Petition
Petition

Attorney

18sn_ day of _gapuarg ¢ 19989

.- ROBERT HAINES
ZONING COMMISSIONER

er,_ Paul Shriver, © @t uxReceived by: Jamas E, Dyer
er's : Chairman, Zoning Plans
Advisory Committee -

- MICROFILMES

Ve AT g

8. Eric DiNenna

Baltimore County

Zonine Commissioner
Office of Planning & Zoning
Towson, Maryland 21204
484.3353

J. Robert Haines
Fewirg Comissi _

"r. & "3, Pyl Shriver
0S5 Sheffield Road
Seltimore, Meryland 21212

[t - Petitions for Special Excaption snd loning Verlancs
CASE SPEER) BI-3G1-XA
E/S ShafTisld Road, 2552 N /1 Charleligh Rosd
7105 Sheffisld Road
oth Election Cistrict-dth Councilmanic
Petitiorer{s)s Paul Shriver, et un
HEARING SCHECALEDs FRIDAY, MARCH 10, 1908 at 11130 seme

o

Oeer "re & Mrs. Shrivers

Please be advised that 5/6 3.9C_ is due for advertising and posting of
the above-referenced property. All fees must be paid prior to the hearing.

Do not remove the sign and post set(s) from the property from the time
it is posted by this office until the day of the hearing itself.

e Zorurp, Com: : ¥, that the annexed adye';'ﬁs‘eincn{'vs};zsl

] Commissionsr \ _&b__é_?_\l 1989 ' F

CIRCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY

ASSIGNMENT OFFICE
COUNTY COURTS BUILDING

401 Bosley Avenuve
P.O.Box 6754
Towson, Maryland 21285-6754

o
- October 4, 1990

J. Shawn Alcarese, Esq.
VS. Eric Diemna, Esq.
County Board of Appeals
Arnold . Jablom, ESq.

RE.NOR JURY 90-CG-2543 IN THE MATTER OF PAUL SHRIVER, ET UX

HEARING DATE:  YEDNESDAY, NOVEMBER 7, 1990 @ 9:30 A.M. CORRECTED NOTICE

ON THE FOLLOWING:  ALL OPEN MOTIONS.

Picase see the below notations.

constitute Teawm fr posiponement.

L D A A

Somoheh Ll e

FOTE: MOTINNS WILL BE HEARD MOSNI¥G COF TRIAL

v e

300KV 11 12006
& ILYEREF)

V3dd¥ 40 uv0a AL

3
&

— —ire -
= — —

——

If the above Hearing Date is not agreeable to any counsel, a request for a postponement MUST BE MADE IN WRITING to the Assignment Office AS ks
F TRIAL should be directed to the attention off - . ¥

1rene Summers. POSTPONEMENTS WITHIN 38 DAYS OF TRIAL must be made tothe attention of the Director of Central Assignments-Joyoe Grimm 887-3497. - . -

SOON AS POSSIBLE. with a copy 10 all counse] involved. TPONEMENTS PRIOR TO 30 DAY

orm———
——

SETTLEMENTS: If a settlement if reached prior to the hearing date, the Assignment Office must be notiﬁed'immediately. All settlements must be put

on the recond if no ocder of satisfaction is filed prior to trial.

Baltimore County

Zoning Cotnmissioner
Office of Flanning & Zoning
Towson, Maryland 21204
494-3353

J. Robert Haines
ot Comras

February 8, 1999

NOTICE OF HEARiNG

The Zoning Commissioner of Baltimore County, by authority

County Executs
of the Zoning Act e

and Regulations of Baltimore County wi i
: egL of y will hold a public hearing on th
identified herein in Room 106 of the County Office Building, §oc:tedeagrg§§rty

W. Chesapeake Avenue in Towson, Maryland as follows:

Petitlons for Spaciel Excection end Zoning Varlisrce
CASE MRS 69-101-XA

£/3 Sheffield Roed, 2052 K ¢/l Crumleigh Roed

T105 Sheffleld Road

Gth £leciion District-4th Councilmenic

Petitioner(s)s Paul Shriver, st ux

HERRING SCHEDLLEDy FRIDAY, MAACH 10, 1589 st 11130 s.m,

UPON RECEIPT OF THIS NOTICE. Councl shall contact cach othes immediately v confurm calendars. Claim of not receiving notice will oot

e il S e ———

e S S EE— oy . —— e

vz sl e AT e e

7 : ' S s
UPON RECEWFT OF THIS NOTICE: Counscl shall contact cach othes immediately t conform calendan. Clam of mot recening notsce will oot

CIGSIRTEE reaw IO PasTponement.

®oncial Exceptions A Dog (Habby) Keonel.
Variance to permit sstback es followss (1) front yard of 28 ft. ia lisu of 200
ft.y (2) 6 ft, u‘d‘ﬂﬂ‘..lld.nﬂblﬂllmof?fﬂfhal‘d(ﬂnﬁ.ﬂu‘mﬂ

in lisu of 200 ft.

THIS FEE MUST BE PAID AND THE ZONING SIGN(S) AND POST(S) RETURNED
ON THE DAY OF THE HEARING OR THE ORDER SHALL NOT BE ISSUED,

Accon

. R

If the above Hearing Dale is not agreeabke to any counsel, a request for a postﬁoncmcm. MUST BE MADE IN WRITING to l.heA.mgnmﬂl Dﬁ'n: AS _ - B TR S ‘_ S o o //éj 9é S _ .
SOON AS POSSIBLE, with a copy to all counsel involved. POSTPONEMENTS PRIOR TO 30 DAYS OF TRVAL should be direcied 1o the attention of - o R e ounT S . pT
SOFTRIALmustbcmadctothcattemionoflheDimaorochnnﬂAsignmmu—JoyocGth-M. . o . L “DC;? o B R R e
. mecm ul ﬂz&é ekl = (7 e

Please make your check payable to Baltimore County, Maryland and bring
it along with the sign(s) and post(s) to the Zoning Office, County Office
Building, Room 111, Towson, Maryland 21204 fifteen (15) minutes before

your hearing is scheduled to begin.

Lrene Summers. POSTPONEMENTS WITHIN 30 DAY

ETTLEMEN
In the event that this Petition is granted, a building permit may be issued

on 1he record if no wder of satisfaction is filed prior to trial.

If a settlement if reached prior to the hearing date, the Assignment Office must be notified imr:icdialgly. All scnlmmts musl beput _ s MRS '
n

T FOR:

8 -'isuaéu?"iﬁ?ﬂ.ﬁ.‘a_ B102F

YALIDATION OR BIGMATURE OF CABHIER -~~~ ° . " 7

Please note that should you fail to return the sign and post set(s), there
will be an additional $25.00 added to the above fee for each set not

returned. :
Very truly yours,

oot fbeinco

J. ROBERT HAINES
Zoning Commissioner of
Baltimore County

w1Ehln Fhe thirty (30) day appeal period. The Zoning Commissioner will, ho
entertain ary request for a stay of the issuance of said permit durin .th'wever'
peflod f?r good cause shown, Such request must be in writing ap? rece%ved1§
this office by the date of the hearing set above or presented at the heari:g

| ”.» /‘{7"/& ﬁL/ e
2T S Tz
f.

J. ROBERT HAINES
Zoning Commissioner of
Baltimore County

cct fre & frs. Paul Shriver
4, Iric Diderrv., Eoq.
Filas
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